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Week Ending Friday, August 5, 1994

Remarks to the American Legion
Boys Nation

July 29, 1994

The President. Thank you very much.
Good afternoon. Welcome to the White
House. I want to say a special word of wel-
come to your president, Thomas Whitehead,
and your vice president, Robert Mattivi, and
to Jack Mercier, George Blume, and Ron
Engel. And to all of you, welcome and con-
gratulations.

I have a special treat for you today. This
has been a remarkable week for America, a
great week for you to be here. We had the
signing of the agreement between the King
of Jordan and the Prime Minister of Israel
ending the state of war between them, the
announcement that Russia would withdraw
all of its troops from Central and Eastern
Europe, for the first time since the end of
World War II, by the end of August. We had
the announcement today that our economy
grew 3.7 percent in the last quarter, that job-
less claims are down, that the robust growth
is continuing. It’s produced now 3.8 million
new jobs in the last year and a half.

And yesterday we had the historic agree-
ment by the Senate and the House on what
will be the toughest and smartest crime bill
in the history of the country, that will put
100,000 more police officers on the street,
ban assault weapons, provide a ‘‘three strikes
and you’re out’’ law, and provide billions of
dollars to young people for activities to give
our kids something to say yes to as well as
to punish people who do the wrong thing.

And then today we had an historic event
just about an hour ago, where a new Justice
of the United States Supreme Court, Ste-
phen Breyer, was confirmed. And I thought
it would be a nice thing if Mr. Justice Breyer,
accompanied by Senator Kennedy and Sen-
ator Hatch, would come here and make his
first public appearance to you. So I’d like to

ask Justice Breyer and Senator Kennedy and
Senator Hatch—[applause].

I wanted to say just a word about this, and
then I’d like to ask Justice Breyer to come
up here and speak to you for a moment or
two, and then they’ll all have to go back to
work.

Let me thank Senator Kennedy and Sen-
ator Hatch and Chairman Biden and the
other members of the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee who recommended Judge Breyer by
a unanimous vote to the Senate as a whole.

This gentleman has set a standard of excel-
lence and fidelity to the law and the Con-
stitution of which every American can be
proud. When he came before the Senate,
there was a very broad spectrum of praise
for his appointment among Democrats and
Republicans alike, among people who con-
sider themselves liberals and people who
consider themselves conservatives.

I have now had the honor to appoint two
people to the United States Supreme Court.
Justice Ginsburg and Justice Breyer have
now shown that we can have excellence on
the Supreme Court that unites the American
people, rather than divides them.

Let me say that—we were joking a little
out here—the Founding Fathers in their wis-
dom said that there had to be somebody
hanging around to resolve these fundamental
constitutional disputes, and so they created
the Supreme Court. And they didn’t want
the Supreme Court to be subject to undue
pressure, so they gave the Justices of the Su-
preme Court a lifetime term, so they could
say no to everybody, including the President.
And we were laughing on the way out that
Senator Kennedy and Senator Hatch are run-
ning for reelection, and of course, the Presi-
dent gets a 4-year term. Now Justice Breyer
has a lifetime term. You are looking at the
only man in America that you’ve met lately
with total job security. [Laughter]

There is a reason for it. Someone needs
to be free to decide what the Constitution

VerDate 14-MAY-98 12:40 May 26, 1998 Jkt 010199 PO 00001 Frm 00001 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 C:\TERRI\P31AU4.001 INET03



1582 July 29 / Administration of William J. Clinton, 1994

requires of the rest of us without the pres-
sures of day-to-day politics. But that imposes
on the President and on the United States
Senate a very heavy responsibility to pick
someone with the character and wisdom to
use that awesome power and that lifetime
guarantee in the interests of our Constitu-
tion, our values, and all the American people,
without regard to their race, their income,
and their background. I believe Justice
Breyer will be that kind of person, and it’s
an honor for me to introduce him to you at
this time.

[At this point, Justice Stephen Breyer made
brief remarks.]

The President. Well, I am glad we were
able to do that, and I hope you enjoyed it.

As all of you know, we share a common
bond. I sat where you are 31 years ago, and
Senator Kennedy’s brother was here as Presi-
dent. Ironically, Senator Kennedy pulled out
the record of what President Kennedy said
to us when I was here where you are, and
on that day he happened to be meeting with
the Joint Chiefs of Staff. So he brought them
out to meet the Boys Nation delegates. And
so you’ll now always be able to remember
this, and I think as Justice Breyer goes on
to a long and distinguished career on the Su-
preme Court, when you read about him or
you hear some decision that he’s written, I
hope you will always remember this day with
pride and with some amount of joy.

I was thinking a little today about how dif-
ferent the world is now from what it was like
31 years ago when I was here. We were in
the middle of the cold war; Russia was still
the Soviet Union; our troops faced each
other, divided, in Berlin. We still had huge
amounts of legal segregation in large parts
of the United States. There were all kinds
of problems. But at the same time, we had
enormous faith in the capacity of our econ-
omy and our people to solve those problems.

Now the cold war is over. We had all those
good events I told you about this week. We
have been working very, very hard to try to
deal with the horrible tragedy in Rwanda.
And again, I have been so impressed with
and grateful for our military in their capacity
to move quickly over there to take a terrible
situation—we have delivered 20 million

packets of oral rehydration therapy to try to
help the people with cholera. We’ve gone
from zero to 100,000 gallons of water a day
to serve the people there almost overnight.

We have all these things going on. And
yet we know that there’s still a sense of fore-
boding, of worry in our country because we
do have a lot of problems. There’s still a lot
of people that want jobs that don’t have
them. There are people who have jobs who
are insecure in those jobs. We have people
who are growing up in mean streets and
tough neighborhoods where there’s too much
crime and violence. There was a study last
week which showed young people between
the ages of 12 and 17 are 5 times more likely
than people younger than or older than them
to be victims of violent crime, that even in
cities where the crime rate is going down,
often it’s going up among young people.

So there is a disturbing as well as a hopeful
atmosphere in the country. The thing I al-
ways love about Boys Nation is that I can
look out and be guaranteed I’ll see 96 opti-
mists. And that’s a very important thing for
our country because a great deal of how we
live and whether we go forward depends
upon our willingness to view the future with
possibility and hope. And a big part of the
battle I fight around here as President every
day is to try to keep people’s spirits up and
their eyes on the future and thinking about
big things, not little things, and believing that
we can make a difference. And I believe that.

I ran for President because I was very con-
cerned about the direction of the country.
We had the economy going down and the
deficit going up, middle class people being
burdened more, while we weren’t investing
enough in our young people, in our future.
The country was coming apart when I
thought we ought to be coming together.
And my simple mission is to make sure that
the American dream is there for you in the
21st century and to do it by restoring the
economy, rebuilding our sense of commu-
nity, empowering individuals to take respon-
sibility for themselves and to do it by putting
the power of Government on the side of ordi-
nary Americans.

The first thing I tried to do was to get
our economic house in order. We had quad-
rupled the debt of the United States in 12
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years. You were facing a prospect, by the
time you were my age, we’d be spending a
third or more of all your tax money just pay-
ing off our deficit.

Now, we’ve had the biggest deficit reduc-
tion program in history. We have reduced
the size of the Federal Government dramati-
cally. By the end of this decade, your Na-
tional Government will be under 2 million
people in size for the first time since I came
here when President Kennedy was Presi-
dent—smallest Federal Government in 30
years. We will have 3 years of deficit reduc-
tion in a row for the first time since Harry
Truman was President of the United States.
And it’s produced 3.8 million jobs and a 11⁄2
percent drop in the unemployment rate. Last
year, we had the largest number of new busi-
nesses started in the United States since the
end of World War II, in any year. So we’re
moving the economy in the right direction.

What else do we have to do? We’ve got
to make sure young people are ready to com-
pete in it. We need a system of lifetime learn-
ing in which a young person, who will change
jobs on average seven or eight times in a life-
time, will know that he or she can always,
always get the training, the skills, the knowl-
edge that you need if you have to make a
change.

You know, when you make changes in life,
they can either be very frightening or very
exciting. And usually, changes are a little bit
of both, aren’t they? Usually changes are a
little bit of both. And what keeps our country
going is knowing that changes always have
more hope than fear in them, that there’s
more excitement than there is reservation.
And every time in our country we come to
the end of one era and start another, there’s
almost a mental war that goes on inside the
American people: Are we going to be scared,
or are we going to be hopeful? Because we’ve
always had problems, and we’re always going
to have problems. The Scripture says we’ll
have problems until the end of the Earth.
It’s part of our human nature, right?

So when we come to the end of one era
and we start another, the issue is, will our
dominant feeling be fear or hope? In the
20th century, when World War I was over,
the American people said, we do not have
any more energy for the problems of the

world. We withdrew from the world. We
elected a President who said he would take
us back to normalcy, whatever that meant,
and give everybody a good lettin’ alone. And
there was this huge uprising of the Ku Klux
Klan right after World War I and a huge up-
rising of a Red scare—you know, there was
a Communist under every bush.

At the end of World War II, the same
thing happened, but we had a President
named Harry Truman who said, ‘‘We’re not
going to walk away from our problems at
home; we’re not going to walk away from our
obligations abroad.’’ He passed the GI bill
to give the soldiers coming home housing
and education and a way to support their
families. He put in motion the system that
allowed us to stop communism and win the
cold war. He passed the Marshall plan to re-
store Europe and Japan after World War II
so that even our former enemies could be-
come our allies and our trading partners.
Today, America has a very close relationship
with both Germany and Japan, our bitter en-
emies in World War II, fighting for democ-
racy, fighting for economic growth.

But all the time, there were people who
said, ‘‘Oh, I’m more scared than full of
hope.’’ There were people who said Harry
Truman was radical, incompetent, unfit to be
President, too liberal—accused him of being
soft on communism. At that time—some of
you will read about this when you go to col-
lege—not long after that, Senator Joseph
McCarthy from Wisconsin started saying
every third person he met was a Communist.
It’s interesting, because Wisconsin has his-
torically been one of the most progressive
States in America. But what it shows you is,
at the end of one time and the beginning
of another, when people are used to looking
at the world through this set of glasses, and
then they haven’t put on another set of glass-
es yet, anybody can be confused.

And that’s what we’re seeing today. We’ve
come to the end of the cold war, and I can
no longer be President and just tell you that
we’ll view everything in terms of our com-
petition with the Russians, because it’s not
true anymore. We’re cooperating with the
Russians. I just was elated the week before
last when the United States Congress passed
by overwhelming majorities our continuation
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in the international space station project
which now is not an American project to put
a space station in the sky, it’s an American,
a European, a Japanese, a Canadian, and now
a Russian project. We’re going into the future
together. And that’s good.

But what it means is, when you’re trying
to get people to build the future and when
there’s not an obvious enemy and when you
have a lot of responsibilities, there’s a big
question out there in the country. Are we
going to be dominated by our hopes or our
fears? Are we going to be builders or divid-
ers? When we look at America’s problems
and promise, is the glass half empty, or is
the glass half full? You wouldn’t be here if
you didn’t think the glass was half full, if you
didn’t believe in yourselves, your commu-
nities, and the future of your country.

What I want to say to you goes way beyond
any kind of partisan politics or issue. It is
that this country has now been around for
a very long time, 218 years since the Declara-
tion of Independence, 11 years less than that
since the Constitution. We have been around
for a very long time. And the way we have
survived is by believing in the future and by
coming together, not being driven apart. And
we’ve had to redefine over and over and over
again what coming together means. Upstairs
in the next floor up here, in 1863, Abraham
Lincoln signed the Emancipation Proclama-
tion, in this house, liberating the slaves. Be-
fore that, coming together meant what all the
white folks decided to do. He redefined that
forever. It took us another 100 years and
more to figure out how to live together. We
haven’t quite got it all worked out yet, but
we’ve made a lot of progress.

Now what we have to do is to figure out,
how are we going to restore our economy?
How are we going to make it work for all
Americans? How is all this racial and other
diversity we have in our country going to
make us stronger and more united? How do
we stand up for what we believe in our reli-
gion and our politics and still respect people
who are totally different from what we are?
How can we live together? Los Angeles
County alone has 150 different racial and
ethnic groups, one county. Can we be an
American family?

I can tell you this. If we figure it out, no-
body can stop this country because in a world
where the global economy gets smaller and
smaller and smaller, having somebody in
your country who’s an American first but who
understands every other culture in the world
is a huge plus. It is a big deal we should
be happy about.

So, can we be a community again? How
can we rescue all these kids that are in trou-
ble? How can we drive the crime rate down
and the graduation rate up? How can we em-
power people so that they don’t think the
Government’s doing something for them but
the Government is doing something with
them to give them the skills to take respon-
sibility for their own lives? These are the
great questions. How can we live in a world
where we promote peace and prosperity by
taking care of the remaining nuclear threats,
stopping the proliferation of weapons of mass
destruction, promoting democracy, and at
least trying to limit chaos and human suffer-
ing as we are doing in Rwanda?

And it is clear, as we move toward the next
century, to me, that a major, a major, major,
major factor in what it looks like, whether
the American dream is alive for you and your
children, is whether we believe we can do
these things.

And so, that’s what I want to leave you
with. Whatever your politics, whatever your
philosophy, whatever your party, do not par-
ticipate in this movement that happens at the
end of every great era to be cynical, to be
negative, to be divisive, to look down on your
friends and neighbors, to see the glass as half
empty, not half full. This is America. The
glass is half full, and you can fill it up the
rest of the way if you are determined to do
it.

Thank you, and God bless you all.

NOTE: The President spoke at 4:08 p.m. in the
East Room at the White House. In his remarks,
he referred to Jack Mercier, director of activities,
and Dr. George Blume, legislative program direc-
tor, Boys Nation; and Ronald A. Engel, deputy
director for Americanism, American Legion. This
item was not received in time for publication in
the appropriate issue.
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Statement on the Death of John
Britton and James Barrett
July 29, 1994

I strongly condemn the senseless shootings
today which abruptly ended the lives of two
men and seriously wounded a third in Pensa-
cola, Florida.

The safety, freedom, and protection of all
our citizens is paramount in guaranteeing the
health and vitality of our Nation. I am strong-
ly committed to ending this form of domestic
terrorism that threatens the fabric of our
country. I encourage a quick and thorough
investigation into this tragic incident as the
local officials work closely with the resources
of the Federal law enforcement community.

Hillary and I extend our deepest sympathy
to the friends and family of Dr. John Britton
and Mr. James Barrett on their tragic loss
today, and I speak for all Americans in ex-
pressing my hope for a full and complete re-
covery for Mrs. June Barrett.

NOTE: This item was not received in time for pub-
lication in the appropriate issue.

Proclamation 6710—National
Scleroderma Awareness Month, 1994
July 29, 1994

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
Literally meaning ‘‘hard skin,’’

scleroderma is a chronic disease that thickens
and attaches the skin to underlying struc-
tures. Its cause is unknown.

Scleroderma strikes individuals of every
age, sex, and ethnic background, although
women between the ages of 25 and 55 are
four times more likely to be afflicted. It is
a painful and sometimes progressive disorder
of the connective tissue that can cause dis-
ability, disfigurement, and even death. Its im-
pact, in terms of both physical and emotional
suffering, is enormous.

In patients with scleroderma, there is an
excess production of collagen, the main fi-
brous component of connective tissue. As a
result, the formation of dense, compact tissue
causes the skin to lose its elasticity.

Scleroderma is also a disease of the vascular
and immune systems and can impair internal
organs, such as the kidneys, lungs, heart, and
gastrointestinal tract.

New biomedical research findings and in-
novative approaches to diagnosis and treat-
ment are essential in fighting against this
multifaceted disorder. The Federal Govern-
ment and private voluntary organizations are
working together to increase both public
awareness of and research on scleroderma.
Their objective is to discover the cause of
this devastating disease and to develop effec-
tive ways to prevent, treat, and cure it.

I applaud all those who are working to
bring public attention to this disabling illness,
those who are aiding its victims, and those
who are researching its complex nature.

The Congress, by Public Law 103–92, has
designated the month of August 1994 as ‘‘Na-
tional Scleroderma Awareness Month’’ and
has authorized and requested the President
to issue a proclamation in observance of this
month.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
do hereby proclaim the month of August
1994 as National Scleroderma Awareness
Month. I urge all Government agencies and
the people of the United States, as well as
educational, philanthropic, scientific, medi-
cal, and health care organizations and profes-
sionals, to participate in appropriate activities
to encourage greater awareness of
scleroderma and further research into its
cause and cure.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this twenty-ninth day of July, in the
year of our Lord nineteen hundred and nine-
ty-four, and of the Independence of the
United States of America the two hundred
and nineteenth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
2:14 p.m., August 2, 1994]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on August 4. This item was not
received in time for publication in the appropriate
issue.
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Message to the Congress Reporting
on the Continuation of Export
Control Regulations
July 29,1994

To the Congress of the United States:
1. On September 30, 1990, in Executive

Order No. 12730, President Bush declared
a national emergency under the International
Emergency Economic Powers Act
(‘‘IEEPA’’) (50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.) to deal
with the threat to the national security and
foreign policy of the United States resulting
from the lapse of the Export Administration
Act of 1979, as amended (50 U.S.C. App.
2401 et seq.), and the system of controls
maintained under that Act. In that order, the
President continued in effect, to the extent
permitted by law, the provisions of the Ex-
port Administration Act of 1979, as amended,
the Export Administration Regulations (15
C.F.R. 768 et seq.), and the delegations of
authority set forth in Executive Order No.
12002 of July 7, 1977, Executive Order No.
12214 of May 2, 1980, and Executive Order
No. 12131 of May 4, 1979, as amended by
Executive Order No. 12551 of February 21,
1986.

2. President Bush issued Executive Order
No. 12730 pursuant to the authority vested
in him as President by the Constitution and
laws of the United States, including IEEPA,
the National Emergencies Act (‘‘NEA’’) (50
U.S.C. 1601 et seq.), and section 301 of title
3 of the United States Code. At that time,
the President also submitted a report to the
Congress pursuant to section 204(b) of the
IEEPA (50 U.S.C. 1703(b)). On March 27,
1993, the Export Administration Act was ex-
tended through June 30, 1994. Subsequently,
on September 30, 1993, I issued Executive
Order No. 12867, terminating Executive
Order No. 12730.

3. Section 401(c) of the NEA additionally
requires the submission of a final report on
all expenditures incurred during the period
of emergency. This report, covering the pe-
riod from September 30, 1990, to September
30, 1993, is submitted in compliance with
this requirement.

4. The expenses incurred by the Federal
Government in the 3-year period from Sep-
tember 30, 1990, to September 30, 1993, that

are directly attributable to the exercise of au-
thorities conferred by the declaration of a na-
tional emergency with respect to export con-
trols were largely centered in the Depart-
ment of Commerce, Bureau of Export Ad-
ministration. Expenditures by the Depart-
ment of Commerce are estimated to have
been $117,720,000, most of which rep-
resented program operating costs, wage and
salary costs for Federal personnel, and over-
head expenses.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
July 29, 1994.

NOTE: This item was not received in time for pub-
lication in the appropriate issue.

The President’s Radio Address
July 30, 1994

Good morning. This was a good week for
America, as we Americans were reminded
again not just of our problems but of the im-
mense possibilities of our times and our
country.

First, here at the White House, two brave
leaders, King Hussein of Jordan and Prime
Minister Rabin of Israel, put an end to their
state of war and declared their intention to
work together to promote lasting peace be-
tween their peoples.

Meanwhile, President Boris Yeltsin an-
nounced this week that Russian troops would
leave Estonia by August 31st. With this with-
drawal, all Russian troops will be out of Cen-
tral and Eastern Europe for the first time
since the end of World War II, a major goal
of our policy with Russia for the last 18
months.

I’m proud of everything our country has
done to further the march of hope over de-
spair around the world. In times of historic
change, America has always risen to great
challenges at home as well as abroad.

Yesterday it was announced that our econ-
omy grew 3.7 percent in the second quarter
of this year. Jobless claims were down dra-
matically again. We’ve got strong growth with
low inflation.

In the last 18 months, we’ve begun the
work of renewing the American dream. Our
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national economic strategy, with $255 billion
of budget cuts, tax breaks for small business
and 15 million working American families,
new investments in education and training
and expansion of trade, and a reduction in
the Federal bureaucracy to its smallest level
in 30 years, has produced 3 years of deficit
reduction for the first time since Harry Tru-
man was President, 3.8 million new jobs in
our economy, the largest number of new
businesses formed in any year since World
War II, and a 11⁄2 percent drop in the unem-
ployment rate. We’re moving in the right di-
rection.

And this week, after 6 years of delay, con-
gressional leaders finally reached agreement
on the toughest, largest, smartest Federal at-
tack on crime in the history of our country.

I sought the Presidency because I was con-
cerned about the direction of our Nation. I
was concerned that we were losing the Amer-
ican dream for our children and that we had
to restore the economy, rebuild our commu-
nities, and empower individuals to assume
responsibilities for their future. To do that,
we had to have a Government that worked
for ordinary Americans. And none of that is
possible as long as crime and violence threat-
en the safety of our streets, the sanctity of
our homes and schools, and the innocence
of our children. That’s why the American
people have demanded that we take action
against crime.

This crime bill will put 100,000 more po-
lice on our street, a 20 percent increase. It
will ban assault weapons. It will prohibit pos-
session of handguns by minors. It will put
violent career criminals behind bars by mak-
ing ‘‘three strikes and you’re out’’ the law of
the land. And it answers the calls of hundreds
of thousands of police officers who want big
increases in crime prevention programs to
give our young people something to say yes
to as well as something to say no to.

This month, we have learned that our chil-
dren are more at risk from crime and vio-
lence than any other portion of the popu-
lation. Children between the ages of 12 and
17 are 5 times more likely than the rest of
us to suffer from violent crimes like rape and
aggravated assault. This is madness, and we
must stop it.

The crime bill is about to reach a final vote
in both Houses of the Congress. Unbeliev-
ably, there are still those who are trying to
kill it with old debates about whether we
ought to be going after criminals or guns,
whether we ought to be tough or compas-
sionate. Well, the law enforcement commu-
nity has told us we have to do all these things,
and we have to do it now.

Tell your Senators and Representatives to
pass the crime bill. I want it on my desk with-
in 2 weeks. I want to sign it before our chil-
dren go back to school. We owe them a fu-
ture of hope, not fear.

If 6 years is long enough to wait for a crime
bill, then 60 years is certainly long enough
to wait for health care coverage for every
American. Now it’s time for us to move for-
ward to yet another historic front, one that
seven Presidents of both parties have sought:
guaranteeing every American health cov-
erage that can never be taken away.

Soon Congress will deliberate on bills to
provide health security, the first time ever
that such bills have even been voted out of
congressional committees. We know from
our experience only one way that really
works, the way that works for the great ma-
jority of our families already, getting health
insurance on the job.

It’s a way that’s worked in Hawaii for 20
years, where health insurance is cheaper than
it is in the rest of the country. It’s the way
that relies on the private sector, not govern-
ment; that rewards work, not welfare; that
builds on shared responsibilities between
employers and employees.

Many other partial reforms sound good
and aren’t as controversial to implement and
have been tried elsewhere. But the experi-
ence is that often these more limited reforms
actually reduce the number of people with
health insurance and increase rates. In Ha-
waii, where everyone contributed so that ev-
eryone could be covered, insurance rates
went down and coverage went up.

Some in Congress are trying to kill health
care reform altogether. If we don’t act this
year, 3 million more working Americans will
lose their health coverage next year. Five mil-
lion more Americans are uninsured now than
were insured 5 years ago. The American peo-
ple don’t need more hemming and hawing.
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They need health care they can count on so
they can get on with building their lives.

Later today I’ll be in Independence, Mis-
souri, the home of President Harry Truman,
to talk about health care. President Truman
believed in the common sense and the com-
mon decency of the American people, and
he tried very hard to get health care security
for all Americans. It’s time for us to fulfill
Harry Truman’s mission, to act with his vi-
sion and courage, to do what he always be-
lieved we should do: guarantee health secu-
rity for all Americans.

Let’s continue to build a land of limitless
hope and to remain an inspiration to the
world.

Thanks for listening.

NOTE: The address was recorded at 11:47 a.m.
on July 29 in the Roosevelt Room at the White
House for broadcast at 10:06 a.m. on July 30.

Remarks to Health Security Express
Participants in Independence,
Missouri
July 30, 1994

Thank you, Governor Carnahan. Thank
you, Mr. Vice President and Tipper and Hil-
lary. And ladies and gentlemen, thank you
all for coming. And let me especially thank
those two fine women, mother and daughter,
that stood up here and spoke for the nearly
40 million Americans who deserve health
care.

I have to tell you, a lot of things have been
said here today; maybe everything that needs
to be said has been said. But I would like
to offer one mildly dissenting view. I believe
that most of the people here who disagree
with me today about national health reform
do admire Harry Truman. They probably
think he ought to be on Mt. Rushmore. And
it must be surprising to them to know that
they had the same arguments that are being
made against us made against him 50 years
ago. That is always the case when you try
to change things and why it’s so important
to use the Presidency to fight to help the
ordinary American to live a better life.

You’ve already heard it. You’ve heard it in
what the other people have said. Harry Tru-
man had to say, ‘‘No, this is not socialized

medicine, this is private insurance. No, this
is not a Government takeover, we’re preserv-
ing the choice and the private medical sys-
tem. No, we’re not going to waste more
money covering everybody, we’ll actually
save money.’’ And what did they say? ‘‘Harry
Truman’s a radical liberal. He’s for socialized
medicine. He’s for big Government. He’s
going to take this country down.’’

Well, the truth is Harry Truman had Inde-
pendence, Missouri, values. He had this old-
fashioned notion that we value work and fam-
ily and faith. And people who work hard and
play by the rules ought to help one another
when they need it, ought to join together to
help themselves and to help their children
have a better life.

And that is really what is at stake here.
All this screaming and yelling, what’s really
hurting America today is that we’re shouting
too much and listening too little and speaking
in a respectful tone too little.

Two years ago, on Labor Day when we
all came here to kick off our general election
campaign, what a wet day it was. Do you
remember how wet it was? And we stood
here in the rain because we believed we were
on a mission to restore the American dream.
We were tired of the screaming, yelling, anti-
Government crowd that told us one thing
and did another, that exploded the deficit,
reduced investment in the American people,
drove our economy into the ground. We were
tired of seeing our country come apart and
be divided by this rhetoric of hatred and divi-
sion when we need to be coming together,
to pull together for the 21st century. And
we knew that at the end of the cold war we
had a great test before us: Would we move
into the next century with confidence, hope,
united, so that we can compete and win and
every one of our children can live up to the
fullest of their God given abilities, or would
we give into the same old dark fears and divi-
sions that have been dredged up over and
over and over again in this country’s history?

My fellow Americans, that is the real truth
of what your President, Harry Truman, had
to face. At the end of World War II, when
he was the victor in the war, 80 percent of
the people thought he was just great. But
then a new world had to be created. And
the question was would the President just
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tell people what they wanted to hear, or
would he set about creating that new world?

And what did we get: the GI bill, a way
to educate our families; a way to build
houses; a way to build the middle class,
bringing down the deficit; stabilizing the
economy; rebuilding Europe with the Mar-
shall plan; rebuilding Japan; standing up
against Soviet expansionism so we could
eventually win the cold war. That’s what he
did. And every step along the way the Amer-
ican people were subject to the most vicious
and brutal attacks. Why? Because when peo-
ple leave one era, when everybody can look
at the future through the same set of glasses
and they have to pick up another set of glass-
es to figure out how to understand things,
we are always vulnerable.

You think about your own life. Every time
you’ve been asked to change you may have
a mixture of hope and fear. And the real test
every time is are your fears going to overtake
you, and are you going to give in? Or are
you going to live by your hopes and your
courage and charge forward and grow and
become better? That is the test for the
United States today.

This health care fight is far from the first
one in which we have been engaged. When
I became President, I told the American peo-
ple I was tired of hearing people say they
were conservative and they hated Govern-
ment and they didn’t like the deficit, and pre-
siding over the biggest deficits in history, and
I would do something about it. And we
passed, against the solid opposition of every
member of the other party in the United
States Congress, an economic program. And
what did it do? Two hundred fifty-five billion
dollars worth of spending cuts; tax cuts for
15 million working Americans, including
295,000 Missouri families; a tax increase for
the wealthiest 1.5 percent of our people; a
reduction in the Federal work force, some-
thing the conservatives say they want, a re-
duction in the Federal work force of 250,000.
And what did we produce? Three years of
deficit reduction for the first time since
Harry Truman was the President of the
United States and 3.8 million new jobs, more
than in the previous 4 years put together by
far and a 1.5-percent drop in the unemploy-
ment rate and the largest number of new

business starts since World War II. They said
we would wreck the economy. Instead we
brought it back, because we wouldn’t give
in to this hatred and rhetoric of division and
destruction, and we moved forward.

And then we moved on to try to make sure
all of you could compete and win in this glob-
al economy, expanding trade against opposi-
tion, providing for lifetime training, more for
Head Start, world-class standards for our
public schools for the first time, apprentice-
ship programs for our young people who do
not go to 4-year colleges but need more train-
ing and a reduction in interest rates and bet-
ter repayment terms for student loans, so that
20 million Americans are immediately eligi-
ble for lower interest on their student loans.

My fellow Americans, this is not about hot
air and hot signs. This is about what we
talked about here in the rain, what Al Gore
and I wrote about in ‘‘Putting People First,’’
and most of all, it’s about what counts in your
life as you move forward with your families
and your hopes. And we are going to con-
tinue doing that.

Just look at the last week in America. What
a great week America had. Harry Truman
recognized the State of Israel. Now, with our
strong help, Israel and Jordan have agreed
to end the state of war between them and
to work for peace and to make us more se-
cure.

Harry Truman set up a system that en-
abled us to win the cold war. Now, after the
cold war, after much hard work by the
United States, Russia has announced that by
the end of August, for the first time since
Harry Truman was President, there will be
no Russian soldiers in Central and Eastern
Europe, making the world more secure.

After 6 years of tough talk and anticrime
rhetoric by previous administrations, at long
last, at long last, this week the House and
the Senate agreed to send the toughest,
smartest crime bill in the history of the
United States to a vote on the floor of the
United States Congress this coming week.

And as has been said, your majority leader,
Dick Gephardt, and the Speaker of the
House have, for the first time in American
history, voted out a bill to the floor of the
Congress that would provide for affordable
health care for all of the American people.
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It has been a good week for the United
States.

But the only way we can go forward is if
we go beyond the slogans to the facts, go
beyond all the posturing to the people. Look
at this crime bill, folks. Children are 5 times
more likely to be the victims of violent crime.
Violent crime has gone up by 300 percent
in the last 30 years, the police forces by only
10 percent. This crime bill will add 100,000
police to our streets. It will make ‘‘three
strikes and you’re out’’ the law of the land.
It will take the assault weapons out of the
hands of the gangs that make them better
armed than the police forces. It will make
handgun possession and ownership by juve-
niles illegal unless they’re under the super-
vision of an adult. It will make our schools
safer. And it ought to pass next week, not
because of all the rhetoric against it but be-
cause our families deserve a better and a
safer and a more secure future.

But if we had to wait 6 long years for a
crime bill, isn’t 60 years way too long to wait
for all the American people to have health
care security? That’s how long we’ve been
waiting. President Roosevelt wanted it. Presi-
dent Truman proposed it three times. Seven
Presidents of both parties have tried to
achieve it.

Let me ask you something, and I want you
to listen to this, it’s so ironic. What is the
real big fight here? The big fight is whether
employers and employees should be asked
to purchase private health insurance and
whether the Government saying to the
American people, ‘‘You must purchase pri-
vate health insurance’’ is either socialized
medicine, somehow unethical, or bad for the
economy. That’s what all this boils down to,
whether it would be better to keep on doing
what we’re doing.

Well, let me ask you to consider this. Num-
ber one, in 1971, President Richard Nixon
and the ranking member of the Senate Fi-
nance Committee today, the Republican
Senator from Oregon, Bob Packwood, pro-
posed that all employers pay for half of the
health insurance costs of all their employees
and that we do it. If it was such a hot idea
in 1971, why are the members of the other
party running against it today as if it had the

plague? It was a good idea then, and it’s a
good idea today.

As you know, I just returned from Ger-
many where I saw the flags of the Berlin Bri-
gade cased because they’re coming home,
having won the cold war. And I met with
hundreds and hundreds of our armed serv-
ices families. All of them have health care
in the military. And do you know, the only
thing they wanted to talk to me about was
health care. ‘‘Mr. President,’’ they said,
‘‘when we come home to serve our country
out of uniform, we want to know that our
children are going to be covered by medical
insurance. I hope you can pass health care
this year.’’

It would be different, my fellow Ameri-
cans, if we didn’t have personal experience.
Look at the State of Hawaii. In Hawaii, ev-
erything is more expensive than it is here on
the American mainland, except one thing:
health care, because for 20 years in Hawaii,
employers and employees have been re-
quired to purchase health insurance so that
everybody is covered. And guess what? Small
business insurance premiums are 30 percent
lower, $400 a year lower for small business
people in Hawaii than they are in the United
States on the average. We know this works;
why are we running away from it? Why don’t
we run toward it and embrace it and take
care of people like that fine young woman
that spoke to you here today?

And what happens when we try these half
measures? Insurance rates go up, and cov-
erages goes down. Do you know that one of
the things I just wish—it’s not much I wish
for from those who shout and scream, instead
of talk and listen and exchange, but I do wish
they had some burden to prove that what
they’re for works.

This is the only country in the world with
an advanced economy where we’re going
backward in health care. Ten years ago, 88
percent of our people were covered. Today,
83 percent of our people are covered. Five
years ago there were 5 million Americans
who had health insurance then who don’t
have it today. Five million Americans have
lost their health insurance for good, just in
the last 5 years, and over 80 percent of them
are middle class working people. This is a
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broken system, and we ought to fix it without
delay.

Folks, 60 years ago this fight started. Fifty
years ago Truman tried it three times and
failed. Twenty-nine years ago, halfway be-
tween the beginning and now, President
Johnson came to this city to sign Medicare
into law and to give Harry and Bess Truman
Medicare cards one and two. I’ll bet there
are a lot of people in this audience whose
parents have been helped by Medicare. I bet
there are a lot of people in this audience
whose family budgets would have been se-
verely strained if it hadn’t been for Medicare.

If you have ever dealt with Medicare, you
know that it’s the furthest thing in the world
from socialized medicine. Senior citizens
pick their doctors, and the doctors make the
decision. And yet, the arguments we’re hear-
ing today against this plan are the same argu-
ments the same crowd made against Medi-
care 29 years ago, just like they did against
Harry Truman 50 years ago and FDR 60
years ago.

Let’s do better. Let’s finish Harry Tru-
man’s fight. We’re halfway home, and we can
go all the way. And let me say this. I want
to be as good as my word to say we should
talk about people, not slogans. In this be-
loved State of yours there are 700,000 Mis-
sourians without health care. There are
175,000 children without health care. But
there are millions who could lose their health
care. They’re an injury, a sickness, a job loss,
a job change away from losing it. I believe
we can do better.

I was raised in a home with a mother who
was widowed when I was born, who left me
with my grandparents to learn to be a nurse.
I grew up around hospitals. And I buried my
mother earlier this year, after a long and
brave battle with cancer for which, thank
God, she received magnificent care because
she had health insurance. How can we in
good conscience say, when we know every
other country’s done it, when we know Ha-
waii has done it and saved money doing it
and made people more healthy, how can we
say America is not up to it? How can we
give in to those who would play to our fear
and our fears of the future instead of going
forward? Harry Truman would say the buck
stops here, the buck stops in Congress and

the buck stops with you. Let’s push it over
the finish line this year.

Thank you, and God bless you all.

NOTE: The President spoke at 1:40 p.m. outside
the Truman Courthouse in Independence Square.
In his remarks, he referred to Gov. Mel Carnahan
of Missouri and Health Security Express riders
Susan and Rachel Crowthers.

Remarks Upon Arrival in Cleveland,
Ohio
July 30, 1994

Well, first, let me thank all of you for com-
ing out to see Hillary and me. We are de-
lighted to be back in Ohio and glad to be
back in Cleveland. And I know I started the
baseball season here, so I know you’re all
really thrilled at how well the Indians are
doing. And I—[inaudible]—hope there won’t
be a strike.

[At this point, the President’s microphone
failed.]

Is it working now?
Let me just say a—[inaudible]. It keeps

dying. Can you hear it now? All right, we’ll
try again.

As you know, I’m here on behalf of Joel
Hyatt’s campaign. I’m proud to be here help-
ing him. I also want to say how delighted
I am to be here with Congressmen Louis
Stokes, Sherrod Brown, and Eric Fingerhut.
And I want to make just a couple of points.

When I came here seeking the Presidency,
and Ohio gave me the votes first to be nomi-
nated and then to be elected, I knew that
this was a State which was really the heart-
land of America, where people were more
or less evenly divided by party but where ev-
erybody wanted this country to work again
for ordinary Americans. And I made some
commitments to you, that I’d work on restor-
ing the economy, bringing the American peo-
ple together instead of dividing us, making
the Government work for ordinary people
again, and strengthening our communities
and our families at the grassroots.

And let me just say that if you look at what
has happened, we have worked very hard,
often against bitter, bitter opposition, to
make this country work. We adopted a plan
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to reduce the deficit, after the other party
had the White House for 12 years and quad-
rupled the debt, without a single solitary vote
from the other side. We passed the biggest
deficit reduction plan in history, reduced
spending by $255 billion, gave tax cuts to
500,000 working families in the State of Ohio
alone, asked 47,000 who can afford it to pay
higher taxes to pay the debt down.

Now, what has happened? We, the Demo-
crats alone, without any help unfortunately
from Congress from the other party, have re-
duced the Federal Government to its lowest
size since Kennedy was President. We have
taken $700 billion off the national debt that
would have been there before we came in
and passed our economic plan. And what has
been the result: 3.8 million new jobs, a 1.5-
percent drop in the unemployment rate, the
largest number of new businesses in any year
since the end of World War II. This plan
is working, and we need to keep Sherrod and
Eric and Lou in the Congress and elect Joel
Hyatt to keep America’s economy going.

The other party, they always talked about
how tough they were on crime. But for 6
years, under two administrations, there was
no crime bill. Last week, the Members of
the Senate and the House voted to put on
the floor of this Congress this week the
toughest anticrime bill in the history of the
United States. So those are two reasons that
I ran for President on—restoring the econ-
omy, helping to deal with crime.

I just want to say one last thing. This last
week was a great week for America. The King
of Jordan and the Prime Minister of Israel
came to Washington to end their war and
to pledge to work for peace. And we’ve been
working hard on that. Peace for our chil-
dren—[inaudible].

After working hard on it for a year and
a half, the President of Russia called me and
told me that Russian troops would get out
of Central and Eastern Europe for the first
time since World War II, making the world
more peaceful for these children here.

But I’m telling you, what we owe these
kids is not just peace in the world but peace
on our streets and peace of mind. That means
we need to pass the crime bill. We need to
provide health care for all Americans, and
we need to do it now.

Let me say to you, I went to Washington
hoping against hope and against all the evi-
dence that I could work with people of both
parties to make this country a better place.
And I have done everything I could to over-
come the kind of inertia and opposition we
have faced. And I just want you to know,
if you like the fact that the American econo-
my’s recovering, if you like the fact that we’re
going to finally do something serious about
crime, if you like the fact that after years we
voted family leave, we voted for the Brady
bill, we voted to make the American people
safer, then you ought to keep these people
in Congress and send Joel Hyatt to the Sen-
ate so we can do things, not stop things. This
is a country that’s can-do. And we’re going
to do if you put people in the Congress who
believe in making America a better place.

Thank you, and God bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 7:11 p.m. at Cleve-
land-Hopkins International Airport. A tape was
not available for verification of the content of
these remarks.

Remarks at a Reception for Joel
Hyatt in Mayfield Heights, Ohio
July 30, 1994

I’m delighted to be here with Joel and
Susan and their two fine sons, who spoke so
well and really said it all, and with Joel’s
mother, who must be so proud of him.

You know, if it hadn’t been for my mother,
I would never have been elected President,
because there were plenty of elections I ran
in where she and I were the only two people
who thought I had a chance to win. [Laugh-
ter] Unfortunately, a time or two they were
right, and we were wrong. [Laughter] But
we just kept on going.

I’m delighted to be here with Senator and
Mrs. Metzenbaum, and with all of you. I
want to say a special word of thanks to attor-
ney general Lee Fisher for his leadership on
the fight against crime and for his leadership
on behalf of the Clinton-Gore ticket. I also
want to say a special word of thanks to the
three Members of Congress that Joel men-
tioned, Tom Sawyer, Sherrod Brown, and
Eric Fingerhut, without whom our economic
program would not have passed and this
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country’s economic direction would not have
turned around. And I thank them so much.

You know, it’s funny, I came to the Cleve-
land Airport—we’re a little late because
there were 500 people there when I landed,
so I went around and shook hands with
them—and I thought, what great passionate
public issue will they be concerned about.
I thought I knew America well enough, and
sure enough, the first 15 people I shook
hands with said, ‘‘Can’t you do anything
about the baseball strike?’’ [Laughter]

You know, as a lifelong fanatic baseball fan,
I threw out the first pitch here. And I saw
the Indians come out of nowhere, and they’re
doing so well. And in the other part of the
State, by the way, the Cincinnati Reds are
not doing bad, either. So for Ohio, perhaps
more than any other place in America this
year, we’re really all happy that we’re having
the best baseball season in 4 years, and we
hope we get a chance to see if those records
can be broken and all that progress can be
made.

But you know, I want to make a point
about that. A couple of years ago, David
Letterman had a funny top ten list called,
‘‘Suggested Slogans of the 1992 Democratic
Convention.’’ And one of his allegedly funny
slogans was, ‘‘We’re the Cleveland Indians
of politics.’’ [Laughter] Well, we got the last
laugh, and now Cleveland might get the last
laugh, as well.

I want to say a special word of thanks, too,
to Senator Metzenbaum. Al Hunt, in the
Wall Street Journal, who is sometimes acer-
bic, said the other day, and I quote, ‘‘Senator
Metzenbaum is a persistent pain in the
neck.’’ [Laughter] Now, wait, wait, he said,
‘‘As a result, thousands of little kids are likely
to have a better life.’’ That was an article
about Senator Metzenbaum’s adoption bill,
a bill that I feel very strongly about, one of
the few things that anybody in Congress has
done besides given a speech to try to give
more little kids a chance at a good life. And
I really respect it. And I have told people
who disagree with us on the issue of choice
that if they’re really concerned about that
issue, they ought to go see Howard Metzen-
baum and saddle up and pass his bill in the
Congress, so that we can offer real and mean-
ingful adoption to more of our poor children

in this country. I thank him for that, and I
know you do, too.

Senator Biden pointed out last week at a
big ceremony at the Justice Department,
with hundreds and hundreds of police offi-
cers from all over the country, as we were
celebrating the fact the Senate and the
House had agreed to put this crime bill Joel
talked about on the floor of the Congress
next week, that the final negotiations were
snagged in the early hours of the morning
and that one man saved the entire bill by
being willing to work out a last-minute com-
promise. And he said, that man was Howard
Metzenbaum.

The thing I like about him is that he is
always fighting. He doesn’t always win, but
he always fights. And what we need in this
country is not people who are always trying
to win, or at least look like they’re winning,
but people who are willing to fight.

I first knew about old Joel Hyatt back in
Yale law school when he had already begun
a program for undergraduates to teach inner-
city kids. It’s still going on. It’s kind of like
Hyatt Legal Services; it’s going to live behind
him. Even after he goes to the Senate, I’m
sure it will go on. And then when he and
Susan started Hyatt Legal Services I thought
it was a good idea, which made me sort of
an iconoclast among lawyers. But it seemed
to me that ordinary people ought to be able
to go see a lawyer and get something fairly
straightforward done without having to take
the shirt off their back or be scared to death.

And he did that. And I think that’s impor-
tant, because it’s not just a mechanical serv-
ice. It makes people think that the system
can work for them. And believe me, if we
could just make more than half the American
people believe that this whole country could
work for them again, we would do a very
great deal indeed. And that’s what Joel did
with Legal Services. That’s what he can help
to do with the United States when you send
him to the Senate.

Hillary and I have had a wonderful day
today. We went to Independence, Missouri,
to Harry Truman’s hometown. And we cele-
brated there the final leg of the effort to get
national health reform and guaranteed health
insurance for all Americans. We went there
for a couple of reasons. First of all, Harry
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Truman tried three times, in 1945, 1947, and
1949, to get guaranteed health coverage for
all Americans.

And it’s very interesting, all the people that
were out there holding their signs and dem-
onstrating against us today, they all think
Harry Truman ought to be on Mt. Rushmore.
[Laughter] But I come from a family who
was for him when he was alive. And I know
that they’re the same folks that tried to kill
all of his reform programs back then.

At the end of the Second World War,
Harry Truman was at 80 percent in the pub-
lic opinion polls. By the time he sent the
health care reform to Congress for the sec-
ond time, he had been driven down to 36
percent and was going lower because of all
the hatred and venom and misinformation
put out about him and his program. They
said, ‘‘This is socialized Government, social-
ized medicine, big Government run amok.’’
Do you know what it was? He was asking
for private health insurance for all Ameri-
cans.

And we’re going through the same fight
today, 50 years later. In the middle, President
Johnson came 29 years ago this day—this
exact day, President Johnson went to Inde-
pendence, Missouri, to sign Medicare and to
give Harry and Bess Truman Medicare cards
numbers one and two. It took that long to
guarantee health care to the elderly of this
country. And I couldn’t help thinking, I won-
der how many people out there today, with
their right-wing extreme signs and all their
harsh slogans, have parents who, thank God,
are healthier because of Medicare and who
have, therefore, avoided bankrupting their
children because of Medicare?

I say that to make this point. There is
something about this time that matters, that
is far more important even than the specific
things we are about, because we have come
to the end of one era and we are starting
another. And we have to decide again what
kind of people we are and what we’re going
to do.

Every time in this country’s history—and
I won’t go through the whole thing, but I
do want to talk about this century, and some
of you have seen even a little more of it than
I have—every time we have come to the end
of one era and started another, we have as

a country been just like people are. When
you have to make a big change you are filled
with both hope and fear. You want to make
the plunge and grow into a bigger, better
person, but you have all kinds of reservations.
And you wish somehow that you wouldn’t
have to make these changes.

At the end of World War I, the American
people voted for normalcy in a President,
whatever that is. It really meant, let’s just
do nothing. Let’s come home, we draw up
in the world and do nothing here. We are
tired. We paid a lot in this war. We can’t
think about this stuff anymore. And so we
had no direction, and we just sort of flailed
around. And what happened? The Ku Klux
Klan got a big foothold in America, went on
the rise and promoted a lot of hate. And
there was the first big Red scare alleging that
there were Communists everywhere trying to
run down America. And the world came
apart at the seams. And we found ourselves
thrown into a great depression and, ulti-
mately, another world war.

And then at the end of World War II, we
had a different sort of leader, Harry Truman,
only 4 months as Vice President when he
found himself President. He brought the war
to a successful conclusion; passed the G.I.
bill so that soldiers could come home and
get an education, buy homes for their fami-
lies; brought the deficit down; got the civilian
economy going; established the Marshall
plan and rebuilt Japan as well as Europe; and
set in motion that whole system that enabled
us to stand up to communism and win the
cold war. And he was still in terrible trouble
when he started running for reelection, be-
cause people said he was a radical, he was
unfit, he was not good. Why? Because people
were afraid. They had to put down one set
of glasses through which they had viewed the
world, and they hadn’t been able to pick up
another set. Harry Truman was making that
set of glasses, that framework in which we
would all understand the world. But the
American people did the right thing. They
reelected him. And we enshrined those insti-
tutions that kept us going for four and a half
decades and made us the great country that
we are today.

Now we have won the cold war, and we
are going into a new era without the great
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enemy of the Soviet Union to define our
every move and with more competition than
we ever thought we’d have for jobs and op-
portunity and the future. And we know the
future can be bright and wonderful and var-
ious and exciting. But it’s also frightening.
And we are, as a people, vulnerable today
to the most vicious kind of attacks on our
own self-confidence and our best impulses.
And you hear it every day. And so we are
still unable to escape the almost biological
nature of a great democracy at a time of
change.

I ran for President because I believed that
the American dream was in danger for my
daughter; because I believed that the econ-
omy was going downhill, the deficit was going
up, jobs were going down, investment was
going down; because I believed that the
country was coming apart, being divided by
race, by religion, and in other ways, when
we ought to be coming together and taking
great joy in all the diversity of America; be-
cause I believed that Government no longer
worked for ordinary people. And Presidents
and other politicians found that they could
stay most popular by saying things people
wanted to hear and doing absolutely nothing,
avoiding the tough problems that inevitably
causes the kind of conflict we see today. And
I saw nothing ahead for my country but trou-
ble.

And so I asked for the chance to serve,
and I want to thank you for it. I have loved
every day of it. And the rougher it gets the
better I like it because that’s what we’re here
to do.

Now, but what I want to say to you to-
night—this is a huge country; there are 250
million plus people here. There are billions
of decisions every day. The President cannot
do what America needs done alone. We need
a Congress working for change, and we need
people committed to change at the grassroots
level. And we need people who keep their
heads on straight and their hearts in line,
working for a better and brighter America.

You know, when I offered up that eco-
nomic program, people in the other party
told me for years that they just hated the
deficit. I couldn’t figure out why their Presi-
dents kept proposing these big deficits, but
they talked it down anyway. And I figured,

surely we’ll get some help. We got zero votes
from the congressional Republicans for the
economic plan. They said it would bring the
country down. They said it was the ruination
of America. They said it was the extension
of tax-and-spend.

Here’s what it was: It was $255 billion in
spending cuts. It was an income tax cut for
half a million Ohio families, and a tax in-
crease for only 47,000 who were asked to pay
more to pay down the debt. And you know
what it brought us? It brought us a reduction
in Federal employment over the next 5 years
of a quarter of a million, so that the Demo-
crats, not the Republicans, will give you the
smallest Federal Government that has ex-
isted in the United States since John Ken-
nedy was President. And it has brought us
3 years in a row of reducing the Federal defi-
cit for the first time since Harry Truman was
President of the United States. That’s what
it did.

And what were the results of this: 3.8 mil-
lion new jobs, 11⁄2 percent drop in the unem-
ployment rate, the largest number of new
business starts last year of any year since
World War II, with no inflation.

That’s why Eric Fingerhut, Sherrod
Brown, and Tom Sawyer, and everybody else
in this congressional district and State who
represent you in Congress, who put their
necks on the line, deserve to be reelected:
because they gave you this economy, they did
something about the debt, and they did it
in the midst of a vicious attack on their credi-
bility and unbelievable misinformation.
Where would we be today if we hadn’t done
it?

When I travel to other parts of the world,
when I go to these meetings of the leaders
of the big industrial nations and they say,
‘‘Your exports are growing faster than ours,
your investments are growing faster than
ours, your unemployment rate is lower than
ours, your growth rate is higher than ours;
how did you do it? How did you do it?’’—
I think of people like you that put me in
and people like Congressman Brown, Con-
gressman Sawyer, Congressman Fingerhut,
and the others. We won by the narrowest
of margins.

If Joel Hyatt’s opponent had defeated Sen-
ator Glenn last time, the entire economic
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plan would have come crashing down and
it would not have passed, because we carried
it by a single vote. This election matters.

In times of change where people are un-
certain, the airways are full of misinformation
and people do not know it matters whether
you vote for people who have the courage
to change and take on the tough problems
and do the tough thing. What is in fashion
today is talking tough and acting soft. I be-
lieve in what Teddy Roosevelt said—maybe
the last great Republican President—talk
soft, act tough. That’s what we ought to do.

But there is reason for hope. We passed
Family and Medical Leave to empower fami-
lies to be successful workers and successful
parents, after 7 years of gridlock and a couple
of vetoes. We finally passed the Brady bill
after 7 years, 7 years in which it could not
be passed. We passed more legislation and
had more agreements to expand our trade
to generate jobs for Americans and for peo-
ple in Ohio in the last year than in any year
in the past 30 years. We passed more legisla-
tion to help States and localities and private
businesses, retrain and educate people, for
more Head Start international standards of
excellence for our schools, to apprenticeships
for the kids that don’t go to college, to lower
college loans, for interest rates on college
loans—listen to this—for 20 million Ameri-
cans, so that more people can afford to go
to college, from working class, middle class
families.

Now, that’s what we have been doing
there. And if you don’t know about that it’s
because others are more interested in other
issues. But that is what we have been doing
there. And we need doers in the United
States Congress. There have been some
issues on which we have received some bi-
partisan help, and for that I am very grateful.
I would love it if it happened on ever issue.
But when it comes to pivotal issues like
health care, I can do no better than the dis-
tinguished Republican Congressman from
Iowa, Fred Grandy, who complained the
other day that the Republicans have been or-
dered not to cooperate with the administra-
tion to try to achieve our common goal of
universal health care for all Americans. I
don’t care whether people are Republicans
or Democrats. I don’t even care how they’re

going to vote in the next election. I think
they all ought to have health care, even if
they ought to change their politics. This is
not a political issue, it’s an American issue.
We cannot solve it without American doers
in the United States Congress.

Now, let me say that I am, in spite of ev-
erything, full of hope. Look at the week. The
United States had this week: the King of Jor-
dan, the Prime Minister of Israel, with strong
support from the United States, coming to
Washington to put an end to the state of war
and to commit to create a full, decent, lasting
peace between them after all these years of
separation. After a year and a half of hard
work on our part, the President of Russia
notifies me that, yes, Russian troops will
withdraw entirely from Central and Eastern
Europe by August 31st. For the first time
since the end of World War II there will be
no Russian troops there. We will be a safer
place. We confirmed a brilliant new Justice
of the Supreme Court. We learned that our
growth rate was 3.7 percent in the second
quarter of this year. Our military swung into
action in a courageous and bold way in Rwan-
da to help save the lives of the people there.

The United States had a good week last
week. And the Congress voted out the crime
bill. It will be on the floor this week: 100,000
police officers; ‘‘three strikes and you’re out’’;
$8 billion in prevention programs to give
something to say yes to, not just something
to say no to; an assault weapons ban; a ban
on handgun possession by minors unless
they’re under the supervision of adults; and
funds to make our schools safe so kids don’t
have to duck under their desks when the
shooting starts. That’s a big deal. And all that
happened last week.

And for the first time in history, we now
have on the floor of the Congress—the first
time in history on the floor of both the Senate
and House there are bills that would guaran-
tee health care to all Americans.

And I want to say this, just this, in closing:
We have been waiting 60 years through
Presidents of both parties to try to figure out
a way to cover every American. We are the
only major country in the world that not only
does not provide coverage for all American
working families, we are going in reverse.
Ten years ago 88 percent of our people were
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insured; today only 83 percent are. Five years
ago, there were 5 million more Americans
with health insurance than have it today. Five
million Americans living and working in the
United States of America today had health
insurance 5 years ago and do not have it
today.

And what’s worse is we know what works.
We know that the simplest, easiest thing to
do is to ask employers and employees to
share the responsibility of buying private in-
surance. We know it works from looking at
other countries. I just came back from Ger-
many. I met with hundreds of military fami-
lies who are coming home. The only issue
they said was, ‘‘Mr. President, don’t let us
come home to an America without health
care for our children. We’ve been covered
in the military; we see how it works in Ger-
many.’’ In Germany, everybody pays;
everybody’s covered; it’s a world-class health
care system. They’ve got world-class pharma-
ceuticals. They spend 81⁄2 percent of their
income to cover everybody. We spend over
14 percent of our income to cover 83 percent
and leave one in six Americans uncovered.
I think we can do better.

But the best example is close to home. For
20 years Hawaii—Hawaii has covered every-
body. Now, if you’ve ever been to Hawaii,
you know everything in Hawaii is more ex-
pensive than it is on the mainland, except
health care, where small businesses pay rates
that are 30 percent lower than any other
place. Why? Because if everybody has to pay
their fair share—if everybody has to pay their
fair share, then you have everybody doing
what’s happened in this Cleveland business
partnership here, where small businesses
have been able to buy cheaper insurance. In-
surance goes down for everybody, and cov-
erage goes up.

If you just try to reform the insurance sys-
tem, insurance rates go up if you put more
sick people in, people stop covering, the pool
gets smaller, and the rates go up again. Why
should we not simply do what works?

And I want to close with this: This should
not be a political thing. In 1971, the Presi-
dent of the United States, Richard Nixon and
the man who is now the ranking Republican
on the Senate Finance Committee, Senator
Robert Packwood from Oregon, introduced

a bill that required employers and employees
to split the cost of health care to cover every-
body. So I say to the Republicans in the Con-
gress, let’s have a bipartisan American solu-
tion. You go back to where Richard Nixon
was 23 years ago. I’ll meet you halfway, and
we’ll take care of the American people with
people like Joel Hyatt in the Senate.

Thank you very much, and God bless you
all.

NOTE: The President spoke at 8:20 p.m. at
Landerhaven Country Club. In his remarks, he
referred to television talk show host David
Letterman.

Remarks at a Health Care Rally in
Jersey City, New Jersey
August 1, 1994

Thank you. Mr. McEntee, Mr. Sombrotto,
Mr. Rivera, Congressman Torricelli, Con-
gressman Klein, Congressman Menendez, to
all those who entertained us and all those
who have come here, even those who have
come here who disagree with us—I have a
few questions I want to ask them in a minute.

You know, I hear a lot of talk today about
what constitutes real patriotism, what con-
stitutes being a real American, characteriza-
tions of what we’re trying to do with health
care. I think Carolyn is a real American, and
what is their answer to her? Just before I
came over here I met the Agneses. He’s a
barber. He told me how much his health care
had gone up and that his business might go
down. What is the chanters’ answer to him?
Just before I came over here I met a woman
named Jean McCabe, whose health insur-
ance premiums got almost up to $10,000.
And she wrote us a letter and said, ‘‘Am I
going to have to move to Canada or Germany
or someplace where I can find somebody
who will treat me like a decent citizen?’’
What is their answer to her? I met Michael
and Joanne Britt. He’s a truck driver; she’s
been sick. Their insurance cost them so
much, they were living in a house trailer, and
they thought they would never be able to
buy a home, never set aside any money for
retirement because they couldn’t afford their
health care, in this, a country that’s supposed
to be a middle class country that rewards
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work and family and faith and playing by the
rules. What is their answer to her?

I ran for President, my fellow Americans,
for some pretty basic reasons. I thought this
country was going in the wrong direction. I
thought we were in danger of losing the
American dream as we went to the 21st cen-
tury. And I thought we could do something
about it. And all the yellers and shouters in
the world will not change the basic facts.
When I became President, the deficit was
going up; now it’s going down. The economy
was going down, and now it’s going up.

Years and years and years, politicians in
Washington just talked about things, and now
we are doing things. It took 7 years and two
vetoes to pass the family leave law to give
hard-working middle class people the guar-
antee that if they had to take a little time
off, they wouldn’t lose their jobs if it was for
their children or their parents. It took 7 years
to pass the Brady bill, but now it’s keeping
people alive by checking the backgrounds of
people before they get guns.

I heard all that talk about our economic
program. Many of the same people last year
were saying, ‘‘You pass the President’s eco-
nomic program, it’s nothing but a big tax in-
crease; it will collapse the economy.’’ Well,
here’s what it did.

It had $255 billion in spending cuts. It had
tax cuts for 15 million working Americans to
keep them at work and off of welfare, includ-
ing 350,000 New Jersey families. It asked the
wealthiest 11⁄2 percent to pay a tax increase,
and it reduced the Federal Government—
I hear all the time the other side saying we
hate big Government. Well, we Democrats
passed a budget that will give you the small-
est Federal Government since John Kennedy
was President, three years of deficit reduc-
tion for the first time since Harry Truman
was President, and produced 3.8 million new
jobs and a 11⁄2 percent unemployment rate
drop and the largest number of new busi-
nesses formed in any year since World War
II. That is what we say to the naysayers, a
Government that works for ordinary Ameri-
cans again.

For 6 years I heard them talking about
crime in Washington and how tough they
were on crime, except nothing ever hap-
pened. But last week, after 6 years and this

problem plaguing American families, what
happened? The Congress decided to send for
a final vote the toughest, smartest crime bill
in the history of the country: a 20-percent
increase in the number of police officers,
100,000 more in the United States; ‘‘three
strikes and you’re out’’; an assault weapons
ban like you had here in New Jersey that
you had to fight like crazy to keep; a bill that
makes it illegal for young people to have
handguns unless they’re under the super-
vision of adults; money to keep our schools
safer, so our kids don’t have to duck under
their desks to dodge bullets; and more money
to give our young people something to say
yes to, summer jobs, midnight basketball,
drug treatment programs, the chance to
build a better life. That is what we are pro-
ducing for middle class America to build a
better country.

And now, now we come to health care.
I don’t know if you saw this, but Saturday,
Hillary and I went down to Independence,
Missouri, to President Truman’s hometown,
with the Vice President and Mrs. Gore. And
the Governor of Missouri got up, and he read
all these things. He said, ‘‘Just listen to what
they’re saying about our President. They’re
saying he wants socialized medicine. They’re
saying he’s going to take health care away
from the American people. They’re saying
he’s going to mess it up.’’ He went through
all these quotes, and then he said, ‘‘This is
not what they said about President Clinton;
this is what they said 50 years ago about
President Truman.’’ The lines are still the
same, and the objective is still the same. I
am trying to get health care for ordinary
American people.

Let me tell you something, folks. When
I presented our plan, I went all around the
country and I listened to what people said.
They said, ‘‘We want you to change it some,
make it less bureaucratic, provide more flexi-
bility, give bigger breaks to small business,
take some more time to phase it in.’’ And
we said we would do that. Those changes
have been made. But one thing we shouldn’t
change is whether America at long last will
join the ranks of all the other advanced coun-
tries in the world and provide health care
for all the middle class working people in
the United States.
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If you’re on welfare, you have health care.
If you’re in jail, you have health care. If
you’re rich, you have health care. If you’re
a politician, you’ve got it. The only people
who can lose it are working people. Over 80
percent of the people in the United States
without health insurance work for a living
every day. And it is not right.

And let me tell you this. I say this to all
the people who come here to disagree with
us in good faith. How do you explain the fact
that all of our competitors cover their peo-
ple? How do you explain the fact that, while
that is happening, in the last 5 years in Amer-
ica, there are now 5 million people in this
country today who don’t have health insur-
ance who had it 5 years ago, that New Jersey
has had almost a 50-percent increase in the
number of people without health insurance
in the last 5 years? Almost one million people
in New Jersey alone don’t have it. What is
their answer? I have given you my answer.
Let’s ask the American people to give health
insurance to everybody.

Let me say one other thing. I’m a big one
on getting beyond all this slogan and name-
calling and just asking what works. In the
State of Hawaii, for the last 20 years in Ha-
waii, employers and employees have had the
responsibility to make sure that everybody
had health insurance. Now, if you’ve ever
been to Hawaii, you know that everything
in the entire State of Hawaii is more expen-
sive than it is here because it’s way out there
in the ocean. That is, everything except one
thing: health insurance. It is 30 percent
cheaper in Hawaii than it is in the United
States, on the average. The healthy popu-
lation is greater. The infant mortality rate is
down. And small business is booming be-
cause they can all afford health care. And
that’s what I want to do for the United States,
what we know will work.

What is the answer of those who say, ‘‘We
don’t like what they did in Hawaii; we don’t
want cheaper health insurance; we don’t
want healthier people. We want people to
be able to get a free ride and stick the tax-
payer with what happens. It’s all right with
us if these country hospitals close down in
places like my State and if Dennis Rivera’s
workers can’t afford to take care of all the
people without health insurance.’’ What is

their answer? It is time for the shoe to be
on the other foot. I have been out here for
one year saying, let’s give health care to the
American people.

Now this time who advocates shared re-
sponsibility? Who in America says everybody
ought to have health insurance? Well, the
American Association of Retired People, all
these folks in the unions who already have
health care, they’re doing it for the rest of
Americans, spending your money. And I
thank you for that. But for the first time, for
the first time ever, we have the nurses asso-
ciation, the medical association, the pediatri-
cians, the children’s doctors association, the
family doctors association, 600,000 small
businesses who provide health care for their
workers, all of them say, ‘‘If everybody did
it we could make this a healthier, better,
stronger country, and we would lower health
care costs for tens of millions of Americans.’’
That’s what we’re here for. That’s what I
want you to fight for. That’s what I want Con-
gress to vote for.

My fellow Americans, this decision rests
no longer in my hands alone. The Congress
has been under enormous pressure. There
has been enormous disinformation out there.
You’ve got people here holding up signs say-
ing, ‘‘No Socialized Medicine.’’ What does
our plan require? Everybody to buy private
insurance. Most of them have parents on
Medicare. You want to repeal Medicare,
ma’am? Do you think that’s socialized medi-
cine? I don’t. Medicare, however, is paid for
by all of us and by our employers. And they
take care of the elderly people of this coun-
try; nobody wants to repeal it.

Our plan gives you your choice of doctors.
You keep your doctor. You make your deci-
sion. It’s private insurance. It’s just what Ha-
waii has done. And there are people who say,
‘‘Don’t ration health care.’’ You talk to any-
body who’s had their insurance cut back or
their premiums up or their deductibles in-
creased. You talk to any doctor who’s had
to hire somebody just to call the insurance
companies to get them to pay the bill. We
are rationing health care today; 39 million
Americans don’t have it. We are losing
ground.

There are millions and millions of people
who are holding on by their fingernails with
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worse and worse policies. What I want to do
is stop rationing health care, avoid socialized
medicine, give good, old-fashioned private
American health care to every American
working family. That’s what we’re trying to
do. And all the disinformation in the world
won’t change it.

So I ask you this: Don’t let the fear-
mongers, don’t let the dividers, don’t let the
people who disseminate false information
frighten the United States Congress into
walking away from the opportunity of a life-
time. Tell the Members of Congress you will
support them. This is not partisan politics.

I met with three families before I came
up here with these problems. I don’t have
any earthly idea whether they are Repub-
licans or Democrats. I couldn’t tell you to
save my life who they voted for for President.
But I can tell you one thing: If they get up
and go to work and obey the law and do their
best to raise their children, they deserve
health insurance. And with your help, we’re
going to give it to them.

Thank you, and God bless you all.

NOTE: The President spoke at 2:10 p.m. at Liberty
State Park. In his remarks, he referred to Gerald
McEntee, president, AFSCME; Vince Sombrotto,
president, Letter Carriers of the United States;
Dennis Rivera, president, Local 1199; Health Se-
curity Express rider Carolyn Vilas; and Louis and
Maria Agnes, of New Jersey, who had written to
the President concerning their problems obtaining
health care insurance.

Statement on Crime Legislation
August 1, 1994

Every major law enforcement organization
in America supports this crime bill. Repub-
lican mayors have written members of their
party in Congress to urge swift passage of
the bill and Democratic mayors have done
the same.

Today, the Nation’s prosecutors have come
to Washington to add their voices to this
mighty chorus with its simple message: Pass
the crime bill now.

Police officers want it because it bans the
deadly assault weapons that outgun them
every day. Mayors want it because it will put
100,000 more police officers on the streets.
Prosecutors want it because it’s full of tough

punishments that will allow them to seek the
penalties violent criminals deserve.

The American people want action against
the crime and violence that has become a
familiar threat in almost every neighborhood.

It’s time for the lawmakers to do what the
law enforcers have asked: Pass the crime bill
now.

Proclamation 6709—50th
Anniversary of the Warsaw Uprising
August 1, 1994

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
On this day of remembrance, we pause to-

gether to recall the brutal path that has led
to the triumph of freedom in Poland. We
remember the brave men and women of the
Polish Home Army who stood on the front
lines of combat as their city was destroyed.
We recall the children of Warsaw who braved
sniper fire to deliver messages for the Resist-
ance. We hold in our hearts the spirits of
those who lost their lives. We grieve with
their survivors. We speak to one another of
those bloody days so that we may never know
that sorrow again.

A half-century ago, the residents of War-
saw, Poland, could scarcely imagine that their
city would restore its playgrounds for chil-
dren or its gardens for flowers. For 63 mon-
strous days of Nazi aggression, it seemed im-
possible that a Polish arsenal stockpiled with
courage, faith, and solidarity could prevail
against the tanks, machine guns, and bomb-
ers of Hitler’s tyranny. But since that time,
when it seemed unfathomable to the valiant
citizens of Warsaw that they would ever re-
capture freedom’s light, the people of Poland
have emerged victorious. Fifty years later,
the weapons of Nazi terror are lost to history.
Solidarity inspires us still.

Warsaw has earned the flowers that grace
it today. Though battered by the chaos of
the second World War and stifled by the
strictures of the Cold War, the people of Po-
land have continued to rebuild their beloved
capital. Brick by brick, building by building,
the beauty and majesty that defined Warsaw
for centuries are being reborn to a generation
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of Poles who have just recently discovered
the blessings of freedom.

The courage and hope that carried their
parents and grandparents through the dark-
est days of the 1944 uprising remain. The
legacy of that battle stirs today’s residents to
embrace the challenges of liberty. And on
the strength of that tradition, democracy now
thrives in Warsaw.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
by virtue of the authority vested in me by
the Constitution and laws of the United
States, do hereby proclaim August 1, 1994,
as the 50th Anniversary of the Warsaw Upris-
ing. I call upon the people of the United
States to observe this day with appropriate
ceremonies and activities.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this first day of August, in the year
of our Lord nineteen hundred and ninety-
four, and of the Independence of the United
States of America the two hundred and nine-
teenth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
8:56 a.m., August 2, 1994]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on August 3.

Proclamation 6711—Helsinki
Human Rights Day, 1994
August 1, 1994

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
For over 20 years, the Conference on Se-

curity and Cooperation in Europe has been
an important forum in leading humanity’s on-
going struggle to define and defend human
rights. The Helsinki Final Act of 1975 com-
mitted the United States, Canada, and 33
European states to respect ‘‘freedom of
thought, conscience, religion or belief, for all
without distinction as to race, sex, language,
or religion.’’ It stands as a fundamental dec-
laration of freedom—a beacon and a warning
to all those who would turn away from de-
mocracy’s welcoming light.

When the West called upon the states in
the Eastern bloc to uphold their CSCE
human rights commitments during the Cold
War, CSCE members’ support of these ideals
played a pivotal role. In recent years, the end
of the Cold War and the dramatic political
changes sweeping Eastern Europe and the
former Soviet Union have allowed the CSCE
to expand and reinforce its mandate even fur-
ther. The 1990 Charter of Paris added to ex-
isting CSCE principles, embracing new com-
mitments to political pluralism, economic lib-
erty, and the rule of law. The 1992 Helsinki
Summit emphasized that ‘‘the protection and
promotion of human rights and fundamental
freedoms and the strengthening of demo-
cratic institutions continue to be a vital basis’’
for comprehensive security. Today, the
shared determination of CSCE members to
uphold these essential values remains the
keystone of European security.

As CSCE member states strive to put the
Helsinki principles into practice, violent con-
flicts around the globe remind us that many
societies emerging from totalitarian rule still
have far to travel toward international stand-
ards of humanitarian democracy. Ethnic ten-
sions, civil unrest, and human rights abuses
are all too prevalent in several of the recently
admitted CSCE nations. The United States
stands steadfast in our commitment to full
implementation of the human rights and hu-
manitarian provisions of the Helsinki Ac-
cords, and I call upon all of the signatory
states to uphold their pledge to protect
human rights, to seek peaceful resolutions of
conflicts, and to fully abide by their obliga-
tions under the Helsinki Accords.

International security depends as never
before upon respect for the rights of individ-
uals and for the democratic principles of gov-
ernment. As we recognize the magnitude of
the Helsinki Accords in the history of nations,
we reaffirm our commitment to advancing
its timeless wisdom. The vigilant protection
of these basic freedoms is the world’s best
hope for a Europe of growing cooperation
and lasting peace.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
by virtue of the authority vested in me by
the Constitution and laws of the United
States, do hereby proclaim August 1, 1994,
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as Helsinki Human Rights Day and reaffirm
the American commitment to upholding
human dignity and freedom—principles that
are enshrined in the Helsinki Final Act. As
we Americans observe this day with appro-
priate programs, ceremonies, and activities,
let us remember our courageous citizens who
have made sacrifices to secure the freedoms
we enjoy. Let us work together to encourage
respect for human rights and democratic val-
ues around the world.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this first day of August, in the year
of our Lord nineteen hundred and ninety-
four, and of the Independence of the United
States of America the two hundred and nine-
teenth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
2:15 p.m., August 2, 1994]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on August 4.

Letter to Congressional Leaders on
Rwanda
August 1, 1994

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:)
Since August 1993, when a fragile peace

was signed between Rwandan Government
Forces (RGF) and the Rwandan Patriotic
Front (RPF), the United Nations has been
actively addressing the humanitarian crisis in
Rwanda. On April 6, 1994, President
Habyarimana of Rwanda, President
Ntaryamira of Burundi and a number of gov-
ernment officials were killed when their
plane crashed while approaching the airport
in Kigali, Rwanda’s capital. This incident rup-
tured the peace and led to a resumption of
the civil war that has now resulted in the
deaths of hundreds of thousands of
Rwandans, many of them Tutsi civilians who
were the victims of genocide on the part of
radical Hutu elements aligned with the
former government.

In early July 1994, the government fell and
the RPF assumed power in Kigali, establish-
ing a multi-party government. Since that
time they have cooperated fully with us and
have even requested human rights monitors

to better assure the safety of returning refu-
gees. As a result of the Civil War, the nation’s
infrastructure has been virtually destroyed.
An estimated 2.1 million Rwandan refugees
have fled to neighboring Zaire, Burundi,
Uganda, and Tanzania, and the United Na-
tions High Commissioner for Refugees
(UNHCR) estimates that a further 2.6 mil-
lion persons are internally displaced.

The need to respond to disease, starvation,
and dehydration in the refugee camps, espe-
cially in Zaire and Burundi, led me on July
29, 1994, to direct the expansion of capabili-
ties at the Kigali airport to support the
UNHCR relief operation more effectively.
By providing a support infrastructure for the
relief of refugees and displaced persons out
of this capital city, I believe we will be better
able to draw Rwandans back to their homes,
away from the unsanitary conditions of the
refugee camps, and closer to a more central-
ized distribution point for humanitarian aid.
We have engaged in negotiations with the
new government in order to promote these
objectives. We have urged this new govern-
ment to broaden its political base, refrain
from retribution, respect the rule of law, and
otherwise create the conditions of safety and
security that would permit the refugees to
return home.

In the afternoon of July 29, 1994, I di-
rected General Joulwan, Commander in
Chief, United States European Command, in
addition to the relief operations he is already
conducting through Goma, Zaire and En-
tebbe, Uganda, immediately deploy a contin-
gent of U.S. forces, numbering approxi-
mately 200, to the airport at Kigali. These
forces began to arrive on July 30, 1994. Other
forces from Australia and the United King-
dom are committed to this effort in Kigali
as well. During this initial phase of ‘‘Oper-
ation Support Hope,’’ the United States and
other committed nations will establish and
operate a logistics base to support UNHCR
humanitarian relief operations. In this effort,
they will open a logistic coordination center
for receiving and distributing relief supplies,
provide airfield services and cargo handling,
and provide security for the airport at Kigali.
These efforts are directed at achieving the
objectives of U.N. Security Council Resolu-
tions 929, 925 and 918. No organized resist-
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ance has been encountered to our efforts to
date and none is expected.

United States Armed Forces will remain
in Rwanda only as long as necessary to assist
the UNHCR in establishing an effective dis-
tribution mechanism for humanitarian relief
support to the Rwandan people. While it is
not possible to estimate precisely how long
it will take to satisfy this requirement, we
believe that prolonged operations will not be
necessary.

We do not intend that U.S. Armed Forces
deployed to Rwanda become involved in hos-
tilities. Nonetheless, a majority of the ap-
proximately 200 personnel deployed will be
assigned to provide force protection and as-
sure security of the Kigali airport. These se-
curity forces are equipped and ready to take
such measures as may be needed to accom-
plish their humanitarian mission and defend
themselves if necessary.

I have taken these actions pursuant to my
constitutional authority to conduct our for-
eign relations and as Commander in Chief
and Chief Executive. I am providing this re-
port consistent with the War Powers Resolu-
tion in accordance with my desire that the
Congress be fully informed. I look forward
to cooperating with the Congress in this ef-
fort to relieve human suffering.

Sincerely,
William J. Clinton

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to Thomas S.
Foley, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and Robert C. Byrd, President pro tempore of
the Senate. This letter was released by the Office
of the Press Secretary on August 2.

Remarks Announcing United States
Shipbuilding Industry Initiatives
August 2, 1994

Thank you. Secretary Peña, Secretary
Brown, Ambassador Kantor, Admiral
Herberger, John Dane, and Doug Ballis.
Thanks for saving the sign.

I’d like to introduce the Members of the
House who are here who supported this ini-
tiative and who have made a major contribu-
tion to what we’re doing and obviously will
be needed in the months and years ahead
and whose districts will be affected by the

announcements we make today: Congress-
man Gene Taylor from Mississippi, Con-
gressman Billy Tauzin from Louisiana, Con-
gressman Bobby Scott from Virginia, and
Congresswoman Lynn Schenk and Congress-
man Bob Filner from California. Thank you
for your help. Would you stand? [Applause]

I’d like to begin by thanking Doug and
Richard Vortman, NASSCO’s CEO, who is
also here, because they gave me one of those
seminal experiences you have once in a while
in life that takes an idea from your head to
your heart. When you know something and
you know you ought to do it, that’s one thing.
But when you feel it, it’s another thing alto-
gether.

They stopped work one day in May of
1992, before I was even the nominee of my
party for President, so that I could speak to
nearly 4,000 of their people and so that I
could listen to them. I could see them work-
ing together, struggling together, trying to
compete in the global economy, building the
only commercial ship then being built any-
where in the United States of America. They
made me feel welcome, but they also made
sure I was aware of what the stakes were
and what the issue was and how this was yet
one more example of how we could compete
and win in an area critical to our future if
only we had the policies, the tools, and the
drive to do it.

I wish all the people that I met that day
could be in this room today. I’m afraid the
fire marshal would evict us all if I had tried
to achieve that. But they are the people who
really taught me about this issue, and they
are the people, they and the millions like
them, for whom I fought both before I got
here and for whom I try to fight every day
in this office.

This is a great day for our American jobs,
for our economy, for our shipbuilding indus-
try. It’s a great day for the idea that if we
all work together we can figure out how to
solve our problems even in difficult budg-
etary times.

Two years ago, every ship in America
under construction except one was destined
for defense, every one. And now we know
that while our United States naval power is
still unsurpassed in the world and must re-
main so, we cannot allow that one commer-
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cial vessel I saw under construction in San
Diego become a symbol of the past.

We know that one of the things that we
needed most in 1992 and one of the things
we’re trying most to do today is to have a
strategy for restructuring our defense indus-
tries so that they can fulfill a dual purpose,
let me say, not so they can get out of defense
work, because we will continue to need major
investments in defense technologies for the
foreseeable future, but so that with defense
being scaled back, those kinds of folks can
stay in business by being successful commer-
cially as well.

When I ran for this job, when the economy
was going down and the deficit was going
up, it was obvious to me that there were
many reasons for that, but one of them was
that the Government had no strategy. What
was our strategy to preserve aerospace, our
biggest export? What was our strategy when
it came to the shipbuilding industry? What
was our strategy to help support our auto-
makers when they had made radical changes
all through the 1980’s so that they could be
more competitive again? What was our strat-
egy?

And the truth is, we didn’t have one. Well,
now we do have one. We have strategies for
those industries and for others and for our
economy. We’ve concluded trade agree-
ments that expanded the barriers of world
trade and enabled us to do more: NAFTA,
the GATT we’re trying to pass in Congress
now, all designed to help hard-working mid-
dle class Americans get ahead because they’ll
have the economic opportunities to do it.

I’ve said this many times, but I want to
repeat it again: The mission of the United
States at the close of the 20th century must
be to keep the American dream alive in the
21st century. And to do it, we have to restore
the economy, rebuild our communities at
home, empower individuals to take respon-
sibilities for themselves, put Government
back on the side of ordinary people, create
a world of greater peace and prosperity. That
is what we must do.

And that is exactly what we are celebrating
here today, not just four projects for four
worthy companies with several thousand
worthy American workers. In the last 19
months, we have dramatically reduced the

deficit. We’re on the verge of getting 3 years
of deficit reduction in a row for the first time
since Truman was President. We have seen
3.8 million new jobs come into this economy,
even as we are scaling back the Federal work
force so that by the end of this budget cycle
it will be the smallest it’s been since Presi-
dent Kennedy was here in the White House.
The unemployment rate has gone down by
11⁄2 percent, and we are making real progress
in bringing manufacturing back. Between
1989 and 1992, we lost 1.4 million manufac-
turing jobs. Now we have 104,000 more than
we had on the day I was inaugurated.

I am proud of these accomplishments of
the American people, getting the American
economy in order by getting our economic
house in order, by instituting lifetime edu-
cation and training programs that will have
to embrace all of our people from the first
day of preschool to the last day they work.

Two years ago, Doug and a lot of other
people in NASSCO said, ‘‘This has been a
great day, but don’t forget us if you’re elect-
ed.’’ And we haven’t forgotten them, but
we’ve got to keep following through. And we
have to think of this as a permanent partner-
ship. I believe that if you look at the America
that we’re moving toward, the Government
will adopt a less regulatory role, the Govern-
ment will become a smaller percentage of
our gross national product in the amount of
money we spend. But the Government will
have to be there in the competition in the
global economy of the 21st century in part-
nership with the private sector to make sure
that our people, when they’re doing the right
things, have a chance to compete and win
and have a chance to seize the technologies
of the 21st century.

Let me just make a couple of other re-
marks about that. Secretary Perry could not
be here today with our other Cabinet mem-
bers. But I do want to say that the Defense
Department, I think, has done an exemplary
job in promoting defense conversion. Sec-
retary Perry has recently awarded the first
$30 million in matching grants out of a total
of $220 million we’ll invest over the next 5
years to apply advanced technologies to make
our shipbuilding industry even more com-
petitive. We’re spending hundreds of mil-
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lions of dollars more in other areas to pro-
mote defense conversion as well.

I also want to join Secretary Peña in com-
plimenting our Trade Representative, our
Ambassador, Mickey Kantor, for the work he
did in the OECD negotiations with the Euro-
pean countries on shipbuilding subsidies.
They dragged on for 5 years, and his work
will bring an end to unfair foreign shipbuild-
ing subsidies that has kept us out of world
markets too long. He did a good job with
that; he did a good job with the GATT; he
did a superb job with NAFTA. And we’re
selling rice to Japan for the first time—
[laughter]—which makes my people happy
back home in Arkansas. And I thank you, sir.

I also want to say a special word of thanks
to the Secretary of Commerce. He was here
not very long ago when we announced $6
billion in aircraft exports. We had an an-
nouncement the other day of $4 billion in
telecommunications exports, and there are
more in other high-wage manufacturing in-
dustries.

The next step, as Secretary Peña said, in
our comprehensive maritime reform is to
sustain the U.S. flag merchant fleet. And this
week, as the House considers that maritime
and security and trade act, I hope that you
all will help us see that the Congress passes
a bill similar to the one the administration
has proposed.

Let me say again, this is a partnership, and
this is a good beginning. And we’re going
in the right direction with the economy as
a whole and with shipbuilding in particular,
with Government and business and workers
walking hand in hand into the 21st century.
But we have to make this a part of the perma-
nent process of doing business for America.
I ask all of you to support that, to rededicate
yourself to these objectives. This is a good
day. As my daughter says, this is a big deal.
[Laughter] But it is just a beginning. Let’s
keep it going.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:36 a.m. in the
Roosevelt Room at the White House. In his re-
marks, he referred to Adm. Albert Herberger, Ad-
ministrator, Maritime Administration; John Dane
III, president, Trinity Shipyards; and Doug Ballis,
National Steel and Shipbuilding Co. (NASSCO)
employee.

Teleconference Remarks
Announcing Additional California
Earthquake Assistance

August 2, 1994

Mayor Richard Riordan. Mr. President,
we’d like to thank you for the very quick re-
sponse you’ve given to our letter of last
Thursday and the extraordinary effort that
your A-plus team is still doing for our great
city.

Mayor Judy Abdo. We also want to say
how grateful we are for the people who have
worked so hard together to find these solu-
tions. And Santa Monica is particularly grate-
ful for the quick and decisive response that
you’ve made.

The President. Well, I just want to say
that it’s been a privilege for all of us here
in Washington to work with you to help get
southern California back on its feet again.

I visited Los Angeles a couple of days after
the earthquake and saw that destruction, and
I was terribly moved by it. And now, in some
ways, it’s more moving to hear about all the
progress that’s been made in just 6 months.
I think the people of southern California
have certainly showed a great deal of courage
and resilience, and you have all shown strong
leadership. And I very much appreciate that.

[Mayor Riordan and Mayor Abdo discussed
the extensive damage to housing and stated
that Federal assistance is critical to the recov-
ery effort in that area.]

The President. What about the ghost
towns in the areas, both in Los Angeles and
Santa Monica? That’s still a problem, isn’t
it?

Senator Dianne Feinstein. Well, Mr.
President, may I say something here?

The President. Sure.
Senator Feinstein. Oh, I think it was—

James Lee, was it a month ago we went to
them, the ghost towns, with Richard
Alarcon?

The President. I don’t think he’s on the
phone.

Senator Feinstein. Oh, he’s not on the
line. Richard, do you remember when it was?

The President. I know you toured the
areas.
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[Senator Feinstein discussed damaged and
abandoned apartment buildings and ex-
pressed appreciation for increased HUD
funding to alleviate the problem.]

The President. Well, one of the things
that we found out and that Henry Cisneros
talked to me a lot about was that years after
the natural disasters that struck the Bay Area
in northern California and in southern Flor-
ida, there are still these ghost towns, and
communities are still suffering. Now it’s
more expensive to fix it than if we’d done
it right away.

And so, I thought maybe what I would do
is let Secretary Cisneros just talk a little bit
about what he’s been working with you, Sen-
ator Feinstein, Senator Boxer, and the may-
ors and the other members of your delega-
tion on.

[Secretary of Transportation Henry Cisneros
explained that $225 million will be made
available through the Community Develop-
ment Block Grant Program to help rebuild
abandoned neighborhoods.]

The President. Thank you, Henry. I am
really pleased with the idea that you came
up with, and I identify with the solution a
lot because it’s a source of funds I’m familiar
with and something I’ve used myself in my
former life when I was a Governor.

Today I sent the formal request to Con-
gress to provide $225 million in additional
disaster assistance for the Los Angeles area,
$200 million to Los Angeles, $25 million to
Santa Monica, as a downpayment on our
partnerships with the cities to solve this ghost
town problem. This goes beyond the typical
Federal disaster response, and it’s possible
frankly because we’ve been able to reallocate
some other disaster funds. It doesn’t meet
the total need, and I know we’ll have to have
full cooperation and participation from local
governments in the States as we go through
this. But it is a very good beginning, and it
gives you a chance to begin to get rid of this
problem.

Mayor?

[Mayor Riordan thanked the President for
the extra funds and the flexibility to direct
the money where it is most needed. Mayor
Abdo then stated that while Santa Monica

does not have ghost neighborhoods, the
money will be used to repair abandoned
buildings.]

The President. Senator Feinstein?
Senator Feinstein. Mr. President, I want

to just ask Judy one question. Judy, do you
know how many units that $25 million will
cover?

[Mayor Abdo explained that they will not
know how many units the money will cover
until they find out how much money will be
needed after the SBA loans have been distrib-
uted. Senator Feinstein then thanked Sec-
retary Cisneros for his efforts.]

Secretary Cisneros. Thank you very
much, Senator.

Senator Feinstein. And I’m going to miss
a vote, so I’m going to have to sign off.

The President. Thank you, Senator.
Senator Feinstein. Thank you, Mr. Presi-

dent.
The President. Well, I just wanted to

make one final comment before we all sign
off. Today we are marking the 6-month mile-
stone in your recovery effort by releasing a
report prepared by our Office of Manage-
ment and Budget that describes what’s been
done so far. And I really want to thank again
our FEMA Director, James Lee Witt, Sec-
retary Peña, Erskine Bowles, our SBA Ad-
ministrator, and of course, Henry Cisneros
for all their hard work.

So far we have identified $11.9 billion in
Federal assistance to meet California’s need
after the earthquake. That’s the largest
amount ever provided to an individual disas-
ter. And with the assistance, obviously, of
both of you, Mayor Riordan, Mayor Abdo,
and the hard work of your Senators and the
California congressional delegation, Con-
gress enacted that emergency relief package
in record time.

Our report shows now that record num-
bers of applications for assistance have been
received. FEMA has accepted over 600,000
registrations, which is twice the previous all-
time high for Hurricane Hugo. The SBA has
accepted over 200,000 disaster loan applica-
tions to repair homes and businesses, which
is more than for the Midwest floods, Hurri-
cane Andrew, the Loma Prieta earthquake,
and Hurricane Hugo combined. And I know
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that Henry has signed over 12,600 leases pro-
viding homes to families who were displaced
by the earthquake. So we’ve tried to be cre-
ative and flexible in our response.

Secretary Peña’s now-famous cost-plus-
time contracting proposal led to the opening
of damaged freeways in record time, faster
than even I believed it could be done, and
I’m an incurable optimist. And the SBA Ad-
ministrator, Erskine Bowles, exercised his
discretionary authority so that disaster loans
went to larger numbers of major employers
to retain communities. The Commerce Sec-
retary developed new and innovative pro-
grams to help rebuild infrastructure and as-
sist small businesses that don’t otherwise
qualify for Federal assistance. So we’ve tried
to be quick and flexible and helpful.

And I just want to say again, looking back
on the last 6 months, I feel good about what
all of us have done together. But I know the
job is not finished. And I hope this announce-
ment today will give you, the leaders, as well
as the citizens of southern California assur-
ances that—my personal pledge and our en-
tire administration—we’re still committed
over the long haul to make sure that we get
over the Northridge earthquake and we
make it, over the long run, a net plus for
the people of southern California because of
the rebound.

[The mayors expressed their appreciation to
the President. Secretary Cisneros then dis-
cussed his plans to visit Los Angeles, and the
mayors thanked him also.]

The President. Thank you very much.
Goodbye.

NOTE: The teleconference began at 4:46 p.m. The
President spoke from the Oval Office at the White
House. During the teleconference, Senator Fein-
stein referred to Richard Alarcon, member, Los
Angeles City Council.

Proclamation 6712—National
Neighborhood Crime Watch Day,
1994

August 2, 1994

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
Crime, in one way or another, affects every

individual in every community in America.
The loss of one parent touches all of our fam-
ilies. The death of one child breaks all of
our hearts. But by reaching out to each other
in a gesture of courage and cooperation, law
enforcement officers and the citizens they
serve forge a shield of safety—our greatest
weapon in the fight against crime.

Robert Kennedy once said that each time
one of us ‘‘stands up for an ideal, or acts
to improve the lot of others, or strikes out
against injustice, he sends forth a tiny ripple
of hope.’’ Tonight, millions of Americans
across the country will join their neighbors
in turning on lights from 9:00 to 10:00 o’clock
p.m. in front of their homes. ‘‘National Night
Out’’ provides communities the opportunity
to heighten crime and drug prevention
awareness, to encourage participation in anti-
crime programs, and to strengthen the rela-
tionship between local police and private citi-
zens. Already, we have seen how important
these simple steps can be in avoiding tragedy.
In big cities and small towns throughout our
Nation, police rely on the active involvement
of community members to help identify po-
tential problems before they explode into vi-
olence. As we resolve tonight to end the vio-
lence, the message of this event is clear:
Crime in America will not be tolerated.

One of the primary duties of any govern-
ment is to work to keep its citizens safe from
harm. I welcome this responsibility, and I am
determined to fulfill it. But no government
program will be truly successful without the
help of each American. I hope that the lights
coming on across America this evening will
serve as a signal of both warning and hope.
With shared responsibility and a willingness
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to change, we can turn the tide on the wave
of crime in America. Working together, we
can build a brighter, more secure future for
all of our people.

The Congress, by House Joint Resolution
374, has authorized and requested the Presi-
dent to issue a proclamation observing Au-
gust 2, 1994, as ‘‘National Neighborhood
Crime Watch Day.’’

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
do hereby proclaim August 2, 1994, as Na-
tional Neighborhood Crime Watch Day. I
call upon the people of the United States to
observe this day with appropriate programs,
ceremonies, and activities.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this second day of August, in the
year of our Lord nineteen hundred and nine-
ty-four, and of the Independence of the
United States of America the two hundred
and nineteenth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
11:16 a.m., August 3, 1994]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on August 4.

Message to the Congress on Iraq
August 2, 1994

To the Congress of the United States:
I hereby report to the Congress on the de-

velopments since my last report of March 3,
1994, concerning the national emergency
with respect to Iraq that was declared in Ex-
ecutive Order No. 12722 of August 2, 1990.
This report is submitted pursuant to section
401(c) of the National Emergencies Act, 50
U.S.C. 1641(c), and section 204(c) of the
International Emergency Economic Powers
Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c).

Executive Order No. 12722 ordered the
immediate blocking of all property and inter-
ests in property of the Government of Iraq
(including the Central Bank of Iraq), then
or thereafter located in the United States or
within the possession or control of a United
States person. That order also prohibited the
importation into the United States of goods
and services of Iraqi origin, as well as the

exportation of goods, services, and tech-
nology from the United States to Iraq. The
order prohibited travel-related transactions
to or from Iraq and the performance of any
contract in support of any industrial, com-
mercial, or governmental project in Iraq.
United States persons were also prohibited
from granting or extending credit or loans
to the Government of Iraq.

The foregoing prohibitions (as well as the
blocking of Government of Iraq property)
were continued and augmented on August
9, 1990, by Executive Order No. 12724,
which was issued in order to align the sanc-
tions imposed by the United States with
United Nations Security Council Resolution
661 of August 6, 1990.

Executive Order No. 12817 was issued on
October 21, 1992, to implement in the
United States measures adopted in United
Nations Security Council Resolution 778 of
October 2, 1992. Resolution 778 requires
U.N. Member States temporarily to transfer
to a U.N. escrow account up to $200 million
apiece in Iraqi oil sale proceeds paid by pur-
chasers after the imposition of U.N. sanctions
on Iraq, to finance Iraq’s obligations for U.N.
activities with respect to Iraq, such as ex-
penses to verify Iraqi weapons destruction,
and to provide humanitarian assistance in
Iraq on a nonpartisan basis. A portion of the
escrowed funds will also fund the activities
of the U.N. Compensation Commission in
Geneva, which will handle claims from vic-
tims of the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait. Member
States also may make voluntary contributions
to the account. The funds placed in the es-
crow account are to be returned, with inter-
est, to the Member States that transferred
them to the United Nations, as funds are re-
ceived from future sales of Iraqi oil author-
ized by the U.N. Security Council. No Mem-
ber State is required to fund more than half
of the total transfers or contributions to the
escrow account.

This report discusses only matters con-
cerning the national emergency with respect
to Iraq that was declared in Executive Order
No. 12722 and matters relating to Executive
Orders Nos. 12724 and 12817 (the ‘‘Execu-
tive orders’’). The report covers events from
February 2, 1994, through August 1, 1994.
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1. During the reporting period, there were
no amendments to the Iraqi Sanctions Regu-
lations.

2. Investigations of possible violations of
the Iraqi sanctions continue to be pursued
and appropriate enforcement actions taken.
There are currently 30 enforcement actions
pending. These are intended to deter future
activities in violation of the sanctions. Addi-
tional civil penalty notices were prepared
during the reporting period for violations of
the International Emergency Economic
Powers Act and Iraqi Sanctions Regulations
with respect to transactions involving Iraq.
Three penalties totaling $38,450 were col-
lected from three banks for violation of the
prohibitions against Iraq, and noncompliance
with reporting requirements and an Office
of Foreign Assets Control directive license.

3. Investigation also continues into the
roles played by various individuals and firms
outside Iraq in the Iraqi government pro-
curement network. These investigations may
lead to additions to the Office of Foreign As-
sets Control’s listing of individuals and orga-
nizations determined to be Specially Des-
ignated Nationals (‘‘SDNs’’) of the Govern-
ment of Iraq. One Jordanian-Iraqi joint ven-
ture company prominently involved in ship-
ments to Iraq was identified as an SDN of
Iraq on May 4, 1994. A copy of the notice
is attached.

4. Pursuant to Executive Order No. 12817
implementing United Nations Security
Council Resolution 778, on October 26,
1992, the Office of Foreign Assets Control
directed the Federal Reserve Bank of New
York to establish a blocked account for re-
ceipt of certain post-August 6, 1990, Iraqi
oil sales proceeds, and to hold, invest, and
transfer these funds as required by the order.
On March 1, 1994, following payments by
the Governments of the United Kingdom
($447,761.19), the Netherlands
($1,566,994.55), Australia ($476,110.00), and
the European Community ($3,758,310.31),
respectively, to the special United Nations-
controlled account, entitled United Nations
Security Council Resolution 778 Escrow Ac-
count, the Federal Reserve Bank of New
York was directed to transfer a corresponding
amount of $6,240,176.05 from the blocked
account it holds to the United Nations-con-

trolled account. Similarly, on March 22,
1994, following the payment of $525,182.50
by the Government of the Netherlands,
$2,478,089.89 by the European Community,
$2,352,800.00 by the Government of the
United Kingdom, $444,444.44 by the Gov-
ernment of Denmark, $1,204,899.30 by the
Government of Sweden, and $3,100,000.00
by the Government of Japan, the Federal Re-
serve Bank of New York was directed to
transfer a corresponding amount of
$10,105,416.13 to the United Nations-con-
trolled account. Again on June 30, 1994, the
Federal Reserve Bank of New York was di-
rected to transfer $6,969,862.89 to the
United Nations-controlled account, an
amount corresponding to the aggregate total
of recent payments by the governments of
other Member States: European Community
($1,042,774.31), United Kingdom
($1,570,804.48), the Netherlands
($1,062,219.51), Kuwait ($2,000,000.00), and
Sweden ($1,294,064.59). Cumulative trans-
fers from the blocked Federal Reserve Bank
of New York account since issuance of Exec-
utive Order No. 12817 have amounted to
$130,928,726.04 of the up to $200 million
that the United States is obligated to match
from blocked Iraqi oil payments, pursuant to
United Nations Security Council Resolution
778.

5. The Office of Foreign Assets Control
has issued a total of 496 specific licenses re-
garding transactions pertaining to Iraq or
Iraqi assets since August 1990. Since my last
report, 52 specific licenses have been issued.
Licenses were issued for transactions such
as the filing of legal actions against Iraqi gov-
ernmental entities, legal representation of
Iraq, and the exportation to Iraq of donated
medicine, medical supplies, food intended
for humanitarian relief purposes, the execu-
tion of powers of attorney relating to the ad-
ministration of personal assets and dece-
dents’ estates in Iraq, and the protection of
preexistent intellectual property rights in
Iraq.

6. The expenses incurred by the Federal
Government in the 6-month period from
February 2, 1994, through August 1, 1994,
that are directly attributable to the exercise
of powers and authorities conferred by the
declaration of a national emergency with re-
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spect to Iraq are reported to be about $2.3
million, most of which represents wage and
salary costs for Federal personnel. Personnel
costs were largely centered in the Depart-
ment of the Treasury (particularly in the Of-
fice of Foreign Assets Control, the U.S. Cus-
toms Service, the Office of the Assistant Sec-
retary for Enforcement, and the Office of the
General Counsel), the Department of State
(particularly the Bureau of Economic and
Business Affairs, the Bureau of Near East
and South Asian Affairs, the Bureau of Inter-
national Organizations, and the Office of the
Legal Adviser), and the Department of
Transportation (particularly the U.S. Coast
Guard).

7. The United States imposed economic
sanctions on Iraq in response to Iraq’s illegal
invasion and occupation of Kuwait, a clear
act of brutal aggression. The United States,
together with the international community,
is maintaining economic sanctions against
Iraq because the Iraqi regime has failed to
comply fully with United Nations Security
Council resolutions. Security Council resolu-
tions on Iraq call for the elimination of Iraqi
weapons of mass destruction, the inviolability
of the Iraq-Kuwait boundary, the release of
Kuwaiti and other third-country nationals,
compensation for victims of Iraqi aggression,
long-term monitoring of weapons of mass de-
struction capabilities, the return of Kuwaiti
assets stolen during Iraq’s illegal occupation
of Kuwait, renunciation of terrorism, an end
to internal Iraqi repression of its own civilian
population, and the facilitation of access of
international relief organizations to all those
in need in all parts of Iraq. Four years after
the invasion, a pattern of defiance persists:
a refusal to recognize the international
boundary with Kuwait or to account for miss-
ing Kuwaiti detainees, sponsorship of assas-
sinations in Lebanon and in northern Iraq;
incomplete declarations to weapons inspec-
tors, and ongoing widespread human rights
violations, among other things. As a result,
the U.N. sanctions remain in place; the
United States will continue to enforce those
sanctions under domestic authority.

The Baghdad government continued to
violate basic human rights of its own citizens
through systematic repression of minorities
and denial of humanitarian assistance. The

Government of Iraq has repeatedly said it
will not be bound by United Nations Security
Council Resolution 688. For more than 3
years, Baghdad has maintained a complete
blockade of food, fuel, and medicine on
northern Iraq. The Iraqi military routinely
harasses residents of the north, and has at-
tempted to ‘‘Arabize’’ Kurdish, Turcomen,
and Assyrian areas in the north. Iraq has not
relented in its artillery attacks against civilian
population centers in the south, or in its
burning and draining operations in the south-
ern marshes, which have forced thousands
to flee to neighboring States.

In 1991, the United Nations Security
Council adopted Resolutions 706 and 712,
which would permit Iraq to sell up to $1.6
billion of oil under U.N. auspices to fund the
provision of food, medicine, and other hu-
manitarian supplies to the people of Iraq.
The resolutions also provide for the payment
of compensation to victims of Iraqi aggres-
sion and other U.N. activities with respect
to Iraq. The equitable distribution within
Iraq of this humanitarian assistance would be
supervised and monitored by the United Na-
tions. The Iraqi regime so far has refused
to accept these resolutions and has thereby
chosen to perpetuate the suffering of its civil-
ian population. Nearly a year ago, the Iraqi
government informed the United Nations
that it would not implement Resolutions 706
and 712.

The policies and actions of the Saddam
Hussein regime continue to pose an unusual
and extraordinary threat to the national secu-
rity and foreign policy of the United States,
as well as to regional peace and security. The
U.N. resolutions require that the Security
Council be assured of Iraq’s peaceful inten-
tions in judging its compliance with sanc-
tions. Because of Iraq’s failure to comply
fully with these resolutions, the United States
will continue to apply economic sanctions to
deter it from threatening peace and stability
in the region.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
August 2, 1994.
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Statement on Senate Action on
Health Care Reform Legislation

August 2, 1994

The bill unveiled by Senator Mitchell
achieves what the American people want,
health coverage that can never be taken
away. The bill provides health security for
hard-working middle class Americans who
deserve nothing less. And it places a high
priority on covering the Nation’s precious re-
source, our children. I applaud the majority
leader and the Members of the Senate who
have been working diligently to bring a bill
to the floor that works for ordinary Ameri-
cans.

The Senate bill provides for universal cov-
erage, enables Americans to keep their cur-
rent insurance and their doctor, maintains
quality health care, and provides greater op-
portunity to keep health coverage affordable.
It builds on the current system of shared re-
sponsibility which we already know works.

We have made tremendous progress. The
Senate and House are poised to vote for leg-
islation that covers every American for the
first time in our Nation’s history. We have
come this far, and we must not turn back
now. If Congress fails to achieve universal
coverage, if hard-working middle class
Americans are left out in the cold, and if costs
are not controlled, that’s simply unaccept-
able.

The House and Senate will soon begin this
debate, a debate that will engage every
American family concerned about their
health security. While differences in the
House and Senate bills will be worked out
as the legislative process moves forward,
achieving universal coverage remains the
critical goal. During the course of this his-
toric floor debate, there will be those who
say that reaching universal coverage is not
necessary. To those people I say: Let the de-
bate begin. Those of us who are fighting for
universal coverage are fighting for middle
class Americans. This is a debate that we
must win and that we will win.

Statement on the Resignation of
Deputy Assistant to the President
and Director of Media Affairs Jeff
Eller
August 2, 1994

From the earliest days of my campaign for
President through our first year and a half
in the White House, Jeff has served with
dedication and uncompromising loyalty. He
played a vital role in redefining the techno-
logical means used to communicate my poli-
cies and programs, and I will miss his service
and counsel.

NOTE: This statement was included in a statement
by the Press Secretary announcing that Mr. Eller
will be leaving the administration in September.

Appointment of Interim National
AIDS Policy Coordinator
August 2, 1994

The President today appointed Patricia S.
Fleming to serve as interim National AIDS
Policy Coordinator.

Ms. Fleming, currently special assistant to
Health and Human Services Secretary
Donna E. Shalala, will serve until a perma-
nent coordinator takes office.

‘‘This administration has made significant
strides in the fight against this terrible epi-
demic. We’ve increased our budgets for
AIDS research, treatment, and prevention
and have fought hard to provide health insur-
ance for all Americans, regardless of preexist-
ing conditions. Patsy Fleming will make sure
we don’t lose our momentum,’’ said the
President.

NOTE: This item was part of a statement by the
Press Secretary announcing the appointment.

Remarks to Health Security Express
Participants
August 3, 1994

The President. My fellow Americans,
Congress has to decide whether it’s going to
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listen to the insurance companies or to Jan
Cox’s last wish.

We all know what the problem is here.
You’ve just ridden a bus across the country,
seeing real people who are just working hard,
making the best they can of their lives, want-
ing a decent break. Those of you who have
had these kinds of personal experiences that
Daniel and Carolyn and John talked about
can’t figure out why we spend more than any-
body else on health care, cover fewer people
than any other country, and get poorer health
results. It is because organized, intense, dis-
crete minority interests are doing very well
on a system that costs more than any other
country’s and covers fewer people. And every
time you try to change it, they say, well, the
world will come to an end.

Well, like Hillary said, we ran for this job,
along with Vice President and Mrs. Gore, be-
cause maybe we could be the home office
of the ‘‘American association of ordinary citi-
zens.’’ That’s what we wanted to do. And
every time we try to make a change, that’s
what they said.

We showed up here; the deficit was going
up, and the economy was going down. And
I put together a plan, and I urged the people
on the other side to work with me. And they
said, ‘‘No, if we vote for this, the sky will
fall, the economy will collapse. And so we’ll
all vote against it and call it a big tax in-
crease.’’

But the truth is the plan cut spending,
raised taxes on the richest 11⁄2 percent of
Americans, gave 15 million working people
a tax cut; thanks to the Secretary of Edu-
cation, gave 20 million Americans an oppor-
tunity to refinance their college loans at a
lower interest rate. And, lo and behold, it
produced a drop in unemployment and 3.8
million new jobs, and the sky didn’t fall. Now
the deficit’s going down, and the economy’s
coming up. But it’s hard to overcome these
organized, intense interests.

We had a different sort of fight over the
big trade battle last year over on NAFTA.
They said, ‘‘If you do this, the economy will
collapse.’’ But lo and behold, the Congress,
this time with a bipartisan effort, passed
NAFTA, and we’re exporting 5 times as many
cars to Mexico as we were last year. They’re
our biggest, most growing market.

Change is hard up here, because even
though most Members of Congress were
once just like you, when they get up here
they’re a long way from home, and they know
that you and the President are presented to
the folks back home partly through the rhet-
oric and the money spent by organized, in-
tense minority interests.

And somehow, some way, this fight has got
to be about Daniel Lumley and Carolyn
Mosley and John and Jan Cox. That’s what
it’s got to be about. It’s got to be about my
friend Justin Dart, sitting back there, and all
the Americans with disabilities who could be
in the work force, making money, paying
taxes, contributing to our future, if they could
just get health insurance while they’re in the
work force; all the nurses who hired on to
help people get well, and instead spend all
their time calling insurance companies to try
to figure out if this or that procedure can
be done by the doctor in the first place.
Goodness only knows how many people we
employ in this country that would be working
more productively in any other country. We
have to put hundreds of thousands of people
to work every day to figure out who’s not
covered or what’s not covered in an insurance
policy. There’s not anybody else in the world
spending their time and spinning their
wheels, putting people to work asking them
to spend their entire working life reading the
fine print of insurance policies to see what
is not covered. Can you imagine a more
unsatisfying thing to do with your life?

Lee Brown, our drug policy leader, do you
know why he’s here today? Because if we
could pass health insurance for all Ameri-
cans, it would include drug treatment for all
Americans. Now, he’s a policeman; he spent
all of his life trying to lower crime and fight
criminals, be tough on law and order. But
he learned as a police officer that there are
a lot of people in trouble with drug and alco-
hol abuse, and they need treatment. And
we’d save billions and billions of dollars.

And it’s not like we don’t know what to
do. Twenty years ago, Hawaii said, everybody
here is going to get insurance; we’re going
to have employers and employees cover their
health insurance. And if you’ve never been
to Hawaii—I hope you get to go someday;
it’s a wonderful place—but everything there
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is more expensive than any place else be-
cause it’s way out on an island somewhere,
everything except health care, where the pre-
miums for small business are 30 percent
below the national average because every-
body pays and no one runs away and every-
body is covered.

And you ought to be taken care of, wheth-
er you’re a young man riding a motorcycle
in the prime of your life or a young woman
giving yourself to nursing or a man following
a religious mission to work at a Christian
radio station or any other thing. It just ought
to be that way.

We have a consensus in this country on
universal health care. What we do not have
is a consensus among people elected to rep-
resent the American people on making the
tough decisions necessary to get universal
health care.

There are lots of things like that in life.
A bunch of us, including me, would like to
be thinner, but we don’t diet. [Laughter] A
lot of people would like to be stronger, but
they don’t lift weights.

In the end, it comes down, when you’ve
got something everybody wants to do but is
not easy to do, the people that hired on have
to make the decisions. And the Members of
the United States Congress hired on, just like
I did. We didn’t say, ‘‘Vote for me in a rep-
resentative form of government, and I will
make all the necessary decisions to solve the
problems of the country except those that
are difficult, controversial, and make people
mad.’’ That was not the deal.

And you need to hang around this town,
and you need to tell your stories. Because
the questions that I get asked are, ‘‘Well,
what about this detail or that bill, or who
is up, or who is down?’’ I say I have answered
my question. My question is, am I for you
or not? Answer: Yes. And secondly, second
question, did I offer a plan to solve your
problem? The answer: Yes. Third question,
was I willing to meet people who had dif-
ferent ideas or better ideas more than half-
way? The answer is yes.

These bills provide for longer phase-in.
They give less orders, fewer orders. And they
give more options to smaller business; they
give a better financial break to small busi-
ness. They are less bureaucratic. We have

listened to the American people, and Con-
gress has presented bills to do that. They’ve
bent over backwards to recognize that the
American people want options, and they
don’t like to be told to do anything. I don’t
blame them. Nobody likes that. But the con-
servative thing to do is to ask everybody to
carry as much of their own load as they can
and then for the rest of us to help.

Those who are opposed to universal cov-
erage say, ‘‘We’ve got a whole class of people
we’re not going to ask to carry any load at
all, and we’ll ask everybody who’s already
doing their part to do even more.’’ I think
we have the conservative position, my fellow
Americans, the responsible position. Every-
body should do what they can, and then we’ll
help those who need more.

I just want to ask you to remember this:
Make this debate about John and Jan Cox,
about the story Carolyn Mosley told, about
the dreams of the future—teaching our chil-
dren—that Daniel Lumley has, and about
the personal stories that are here in this audi-
ence and all across America. Don’t let it be-
come part of some rhetoric, hot air, process,
conflict, interest group deal. And say a simple
word: We have moved; we have reached out
to people of different views and different
parties. This is not a partisan issue. I don’t
have any earthly idea what political party
these three people are in or who they voted
for President, and I do not care. I want them
to have health care.

You make the debate about them, and re-
mind the Congress that, just like the Presi-
dent, they signed on to represent ordinary
Americans, to make the tough decisions and
not to walk away. And this is a decision Amer-
ica has walked away from for 60 years. Presi-
dent Truman, three times, asked the Amer-
ican people to get the Congress to solve this
problem, and the Congress said no. President
Nixon, 23 years ago, asked the Congress to
require employers and employees to split the
difference and cover, with private health in-
surance, all Americans. Now, it’s been long
enough, folks. I know we’re supposed to de-
liberate up here, but we have now delib-
erated through three generations. [Laughter]

Audience members. Pass it now! Pass it
now! Pass it now!
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The President. Pass it now, for them and
for you.

God bless you all.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:10 a.m. on the
South Lawn at the White House. In his remarks,
he referred to Health Security Express riders
Daniel Lumley, Carolyn Mosley, John Cox, and
Mr. Cox’s late wife, Jan.

The President’s News Conference
August 3, 1994

The President. Good evening, ladies and
gentlemen. Tonight I want to speak with you
about crime, health care, and the progress
of our national economic strategy. As I have
said so many times, the central mission of
this administration, renewing the American
dream, requires us to restore economic
growth, rebuild American communities, em-
power individual citizens to take personal re-
sponsibility for their own futures, and make
Government work for ordinary citizens again.
We are making progress.

Remember, we are about, now, a year
from the time when Congress passed our
economic recovery plan. I remember then
that our opponents said if that plan passed
the sky would fall, unemployment would go
up, the deficit would explode. Well, they
were wrong. Look at the facts. We cut $255
billion in spending; raised tax rates on only
1.2 percent of the wealthiest Americans; cut
taxes for 15 million working families of mod-
est incomes; made 90 percent of our small
businesses eligible for a tax cut and 20 million
Americans available or eligible to refinance
their college loans at lower interest rates.
Now the deficit is going down 3 years in a
row for the first time since Harry Truman
was President. We’ve got almost 4 million
new jobs, very low inflation, a 11⁄2 percent
drop in unemployment.

There were other skeptics later who said
the sky would fall if we passed the North
American Free Trade Agreement. They, too,
were wrong. We can see this year that auto-
mobile sales, for example, to Mexico are
growing at five times the rate of last year,
and our trade with Mexico is growing more
rapidly than that with any other country. And
while I know an awful lot of people are still

hurting, the road ahead looks good. Accord-
ing to Fortune Magazine, for the first time
in a decade, all 50 States will expand their
private economies next year. Let me say that
again. For the first time in a decade, all 50
States will experience economic growth next
year.

None of this came without a fight. And
now we’re involved in two more historic
fights. The first is on crime. We have a
chance to pass the toughest, smartest crime
bill in the history of the United States after
6 years of bickering over it. Let me remind
you of what that bill will do. It will put
100,000 police officers on the streets of our
communities, a 20 percent increase. It will
make ‘‘three strikes and you’re out’’ the law
of the land. It will ban deadly assault weap-
ons and handgun ownership by minors. It will
provide tougher sentences for violent crimi-
nals and more prisons to put them in. And
we’ve listened to police, prosecutors, and
community leaders who tell us that they need
much more for prevention programs, to give
our young people something to say yes to,
as well as something to say no to.

Believe it or not, there are still special in-
terests here in Washington trying to derail
this crime bill. But we are fighting them and
the American people will win this fight, too.

Still, the recovery we are building, the
communities we are trying to make safer, the
individual citizens we’re trying to empower
to compete and win in the global economy,
all of these people are at risk unless and until
we reform health care.

Our system still costs too much and covers
too few. It is actually going in the wrong di-
rection. In the past 5 years, 5 million more
Americans have lost their health insurance,
almost all of them working people and their
children. We’re fighting for health care re-
form not just for those who don’t have health
insurance, but for those who do have it and
who could lose it because they have to
change jobs, because someone in their family
gets sick, because they simply have to pay
too much for it. They deserve better, and
we’re fighting to see that they get it.

We want to guarantee private, not Govern-
ment, insurance for every American. The
plan I originally proposed has been changed,
and much of it for the better. The proposals
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before Congress are less bureaucratic.
They’re more flexible. They provide more
protection and support for small business.
They contain a reasonable phase-in time,
over a period of years, to make sure we get
it right. No bureaucrat will pick your doctor.
You can keep your own plan or pick a better
one. This approach controls Government
spending but relies on competitive forces in
the free market to restrain the growth of pri-
vate health insurance premiums. Much of it
has changed for the better. But one rock-
solid principle remains: private insurance
guaranteed for everyone.

We know it will work. For 20 years Hawaii
has required employers and employees to
split the cost of insuring all employees. Peo-
ple still pick their doctors there. Health care
is getting better there. The economy is doing
well there. And almost everything in Hawaii
is more expensive than it is here on the main-
land, except for health insurance, where
small businesses pay health insurance costs
that are, on average, 30 percent lower than
they are in the rest of America.

Now, after 60 years of trying and 18
months of sometimes trying debate, the
question of guaranteeing coverage for all
Americans has come to the floor of the Con-
gress and will be decided in the next few
weeks in a few critical votes. The votes will
be soon and they will be close. I want to
urge the American people to tell their Sen-
ators and Congressmen to put aside partisan-
ship and think of the American people and
their fundamental interests and needs. We
have an historic opportunity. We dare not
pass it up. This is a fight for the American
people we also have to win.

Health Care Legislation

Q. Mr. President, in January, you waved
a pen and said you would veto legislation that
didn’t guarantee every American private
health insurance that could never be taken
away. Now you’ve indicated you will support
a Senate bill that does not guarantee cov-
erage and sets a goal of 95 percent, leaving
millions of Americans uninsured. Are you
now revising your veto threat? And doesn’t
the fact that your indicated you’d support this
less ambitious Senate plan make it harder for

House Members to go along with a bill that’s
more like your original proposal?

The President. Well, first of all, I disagree
with your characterization of the Mitchell
bill. I believe it will achieve universal cov-
erage for all Americans, and that is the one
criteria I have set out. What the Mitchell bill
says is, is that if you make a dramatic amount
of progress in a short time—that is, if you
move from where we are now, at about 83
percent of coverage, up to 95 percent in a
few years—that is evidence that we can
achieve full coverage in the near future with-
out requiring insurance to be bought. That
is what that bill says.

If it is deficit neutral, and if it is passed
in the way that it is, I believe it will achieve
full coverage, because what the bill also says
is, if we don’t make that amount of progress
in a few years, there will be a requirement
on the Congress to provide for full coverage,
and if the Congress doesn’t act, then auto-
matically employers and employees will be
required to purchase insurance. I believe it
does meet the objective I set out in the State
of the Union address, and I would sign it.

Q. What about the second part of the
question, Mr. President? Doesn’t it make the
fact that you’ve now indicated support for
a less ambitious Senate bill—won’t that make
it harder to persuade House people to go
along with a stronger bill?

The President. Well, what the Mitchell
bill does is to put the employer requirement
at the end of the process, rather than at the
beginning. And Senator Mitchell is con-
vinced that that is the most ambitious bill
he can pass, but that it meets the require-
ment; and it says to the people who have
not been supportive of our approach, ‘‘Look,
we’ll try it in a competitive way first, and
if that doesn’t work, then we’ll have a re-
quirement.’’ I think the same debate is going
on in the House.

My own view is that the questions now
should shift to the members of the other
party, to the congressional Republicans. At
one time, when we started this debate and
I said I wanted universal coverage, many
Members in Congress stood up and clapped,
of both parties. At one time there were 2
dozen Republican Senators on a bill to give
universal coverage to all Americans. They
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have all abandoned that bill. We have
reached out to them, as was our responsibil-
ity to try to work together in a bipartisan fash-
ion, and every time we have done it, they
have moved away.

So the questions now should shift to them.
Are we going to cover all Americans or not?
Are we going to have a bill that provides
health care security or not? If you don’t like
our approaches in the Senate and the House,
what is your alternative? That’s what I hope
we’ll see.

Haiti

Q. Mr. President, on Haiti, you sought and
received the approval of the United Nations
to launch an invasion if necessary. Why do
you need a green light from the international
community and not from the American Con-
gress? Will you ask lawmakers to take it up?

The President. Well first, let me say that
I agree with the resolution adopted by the
Senate today that the action of the United
Nations should not be interpreted as an ap-
proval by Congress. It has no impact on what
Congress would do.

Second, let me say I think all Americans
should be pleased that the United Nations
has stated with a strong, firm voice—that in-
cludes many voices from our own area—that
we should keep on the table the option of
forcibly removing the dictators who had
usurped power in Haiti and who have tram-
pled human rights and murdered innocent
people.

Now, let me remind you all of what our
interests are there. We have Americans living
and working there, several thousands of
them. We have a million Haitian Americans
in this country who have family and friends
there. We have an interest in promoting de-
mocracy in our hemisphere. We have an in-
terest in stabilizing those democracies that
are in our hemisphere. For the first time
ever, 33 of the 35 nations in the Caribbean
and Central and South America are governed
by popularly elected leaders, but many of
those democracies are fragile. As we look
ahead to the next century, we need a strong
and democratic Latin America and Central
America and Caribbean with which to trade
and grow.

So those are our fundamental interests. I
would welcome the support of the Congress,
and I hope that I will have that. Like my
predecessors of both parties, I have not
agreed that I was constitutionally mandated
to get it. But at this moment I think we have
done all we need to do because I don’t want
to cross that bridge until we come to it. We
have kept force on the table. We have contin-
ued to move it up as an option as the dictators
there have been more obstinate. But it is pre-
mature, in my judgment, to go beyond that
now.

Whitewater Hearings
Q. President Clinton, a number of political

analysts, including some who are quite
friendly to you, have said that the focus on
the Whitewater affair has both undercut pub-
lic confidence in you and also in your ability
to get your programs through Congress. Do
you agree with that? And what impact do you
think Whitewater has had, particularly with
the hearings this week?

The President. Well, I would think, first
of all, in the last couple of weeks it should
have been very helpful to the administration
because we have seen three reports: one
from the Special Counsel, Mr. Fiske, who
has said there was absolutely no violation of
the law in any of these contracts; and then
two, one by the Office of Government Ethics
and one by Mr. Cutler, the White House
Counsel, saying that no ethical rule was vio-
lated. Secondly, we have been fully coopera-
tive as we always said we would be. So from
my point of view, we’ve done all we could.

Now, I can’t say what the impact has been.
All I can tell you is that I said we would
cooperate fully, and we have. I have said re-
peatedly that I did nothing wrong, and I
didn’t. And I have continued to work for the
welfare and the interest of the American peo-
ple.

Almost all—I’ve watched none of these
hearings. I’ve not kept up with them. I’ve
been working on jobs and health care and
the crime bill and peace in the Middle East
and doing the things I was hired to do by
the American people. They will have to make
up their mind when all the dust clears what
they think the impact of it is. But I’m con-
vinced we’re having a very productive time.
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I think we’ll get this crime bill. We have
health care bills providing universal coverage
on the floor of both Houses of Congress for
the first time in the history of the Republic.
No President since Harry Truman has been
able to do that, and many have tried, includ-
ing President Nixon. So I feel good about
the progress we’re making, and that’s all I
can worry about. I’ve got to get up there
every day and go to work and try to help
the American people.

Q. Mr. President, Roger Altman ran into
a real buzz saw in the Whitewater hearings,
and even some Democrats are questioning
his truthfulness. Does he have the credibility
to continue as number two at Treasury? Are
you going to ask for his resignation?

The President. Well, let me say, first of
all, he spoke with the Senate committee for
more than 10 hours yesterday—that’s a very
long time—and he answered all of their
questions. He then spoke for several hours
with the House committee today. In that, he
admitted that he had not given all the infor-
mation to them in a timely fashion that he
should have. But he said repeatedly that he
had not willfully misled them.

I would like to emphasize, first of all, I
do not countenance anybody being less than
forthright with the Congress. There have
been many people, including people that are
not particularly friends of our administration,
who have talked about how we have been
much more cooperative with these investiga-
tions than previous administrations have
been. That’s what I told the American people
I would do, and that is what I have done.

But if you look at the facts, let’s go back
to the fundamental facts: There was no viola-
tion of the law; there was no violation of any
ethics rule. The Secretary of the Treasury has
pointed out that Mr. Altman has done a su-
perb job in his position. He was critical to
the passage of our economic program that
produced almost 4 million jobs in 18 months.
He was important in the passage of our trade
initiatives; he has done a good job there. The
Secretary of the Treasury has confidence in
him, and so do I. And I think he has now
answered all the questions that the Senate
could possibly have about an incident that
involved no violation of the law and no viola-
tion of ethics.

Haiti
Q. Mr. President, to come back to Haiti

for a moment, you mentioned a number of
American interests that we have in Haiti. But
what involves national security, if it’s at
stake? Is there anything in Haiti that involves
our security that would require us to go in
and invade the country?

The President. Well first of all, I think
our security is caught up in whether people
in this hemisphere are moving toward de-
mocracy and open markets and observation
of the rule of law. And when one country
in our hemisphere on our back door has an
election, votes for a leader, then that leader
is deposed by people who murder, who kill,
who rape, who maim, who throw the human
rights monitors out, who now won’t even let
people leave who have been approved for
leaving, it seems to me that if you look at
the possible ramifications of that on other
countries in the Caribbean and in Central
and South America, that is where our secu-
rity interest is.

I can tell you that as I was calling other
nations to get them to help in the Safe Haven
project, to be willing to take some Haitians
who leave, that is the thing that other leaders
mentioned to me over and over again, ‘‘We
know that many of our democracies are frag-
ile, but we’re moving in the right direction.
We don’t want to see Latin America take one
more wrong turn. We’re moving right; we
want to stay right.’’ And I think that is pro-
foundly important to us.

North Korea
Q. Mr. President, in just another few

weeks we will know whether North Korea
has transformed more fuel rods into weap-
ons-grade plutonium. What are the con-
sequences if North Korea does make more
weapons-grade plutonium, and are you pre-
pared to carry out that threat?

The President. I think I can do no better
than to reiterate what I have always said, that
North Korea’s fate is still in its own hands;
it must decide what it own future should be.
I think at this time when North Korea has
shown a willingness to stop reprocessing and
to stop refueling, and when our talks are
about to begin again next Friday, we should
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take the facts as we have them and keep
working for progress.

This is an issue which is very important
to the long-term security of the United
States. The question of a country that be-
longs to the nonproliferation regime deciding
to become a nuclear power, the prospect that
nuclear capacity could be transferred either
by design or by accident to other countries
or to rogue groups, this is a very serious thing
for our long-term security. And we have
spent a lot of time to make sure we are firm
and deliberate; but that firmness, that delib-
erateness has led to these talks, which were
interrupted when Kim Il-song passed away.
We start the talks again on Friday. The agree-
ment the North Koreans made is still holding
about refueling and reprocessing. I think we
should focus on that now and keep working
for a satisfactory conclusion.

Q. Are you confident that we will know
whether they violate these agreements?

The President: Yes, I am. I believe that.
I have no reason to believe that we will not
know if that agreement is violated.

President’s Approval Rating
Q. Mr. President, as you pointed out in

your opening statement, the economy has
been growing. Last week we saw the peace
agreement, or the framework for a peace
agreement between Israel and Jordan. Yet
your approval rating continues to slide in the
polls. To what do you attribute that? Is it
the message? Is it the messengers? And a
related part of that question: Has Leon Pa-
netta made any recommendations to you for
changes in the White House to improve
things here?

The President. Well, first of all, I’m not
the best judge of that. Maybe I’m just not
as good a talker as you folks thought I was
when I got elected President. Maybe there’s
so much going on it’s hard for anything spe-
cific to get through. Maybe it’s partly a func-
tion of the times in which we live.

Whenever we move from one historic era
into another—at the end of World War I,
at the end of World War II, moving into the
cold war; now at the end of the cold war,
moving toward the 21st century—our people
are filled with a mixture of hope and concern.
Almost every American is genuinely con-

cerned about something now, whether it’s
their economic circumstances, their health
care, insecurity over crime, concern about
what’s happening to the fabric of our society
with so many children being born out of wed-
lock and so many families breaking down.
There’s something gripping the concern of
most Americans. And when people have
these balances going on, hope or fear, it is
sometimes difficult to get through with the
hope and the progress.

I can’t worry about that. All I can do is
to show up for work here every day, and,
as I said today to the folks who rode the buses
for health care, try to make this the home
office of the ‘‘American association for ordi-
nary citizens.’’ And if I keep doing that, I
think that the future will take care of itself.
My only concern is to continue to be able
to be effective, and that’s what I will work
for.

Health Care Legislation
Q. Mr. President, on health care, there

were indications on Capitol Hill today that
time is now becoming an important factor;
that there’s a need to get legislative language,
there’s a need to get various budgetary esti-
mates, and that it may be very difficult to
get a vote before the end of this month. Are
you prepared now to insist that Congress re-
main in session and not take its recess until
there is action in both Houses?

The President. Well, my belief is that
Senator Mitchell has done enough work on
his bill, and that the House bill has been out
there in its basic framework, so that the re-
cess will probably have to be delayed, but
could still occur. I do believe that they should
and will stay here until they can take action
on those bills, each House on its own bill.
I believe that will happen, and I think that’s
a good thing, because that’s a way of their
putting the American people first, which is
something I think should be done.

Q. A two-part question on health care:
When you put your own health care plan for-
ward, you said you wanted to build on the
private insurance industry. The House bill
that Congressman Gephardt has put forward
could turn control of almost half the health
care system over to the Federal Government.
Why do you support that approach, as op-
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posed to your original idea? And secondly,
is Senator Mitchell’s bill now your new bot-
tom line, your new minimum? If there’s any-
thing less than that coming out of the Senate,
would that draw a veto?

The President. Let me answer the second
question. My goal has been what it has always
been. I want a system that will take us to
universal coverage. If it takes a few years to
get there, that’s fine with me. We don’t want
to mess it up; we want to have the chance
to continue to work and strengthen the pro-
gram along the way.

In the case of the House bill, as you know,
I have always thought that we ought to allow
every American to buy into the Federal Em-
ployees Health Insurance bill, which is essen-
tially a private plan. The House bill offers
a Medicare program, if you will, like the sen-
ior citizens buy into now, but only if people
decide not to buy private health insurance.
So it still has a preference for private health
insurance, and I think that is consistent with
what I think we should do. I still believe the
best thing to do is to build more on the sys-
tem that most of us have now.

Q. Which approach do you favor, the
Mitchell approach or the Gephardt ap-
proach?

The President. Well, I’m not going to get
into being a legislator. My job is to try to
keep the American people’s eye on the ball
and to try to keep the Members of Congress
working together. What I favor is now for
our friends on the other side of the aisle and
all the Democrats to get together, think
about the interests of the American people
and come up with a program that solves the
problem.

Let me just say, if I might just stop for
a moment and say I think it is terribly impor-
tant in this debate when these issues tend
to be complex and detailed to keep our eye
on the central reality here, which is how do
we solve the problem? I asked two of the
people that rode those buses to come here
tonight. I want them to just stand up, Daniel
Lumley and John Cox.

And let me answer your question this way.
Daniel Lumley was a young man who lost
his arm riding a motorcycle. He wants to be
a schoolteacher, he wants to be a public serv-
ant; he wants to know that he’ll always be

able to get health insurance when he works,
even though he has a very apparent preexist-
ing condition. Like millions and millions of
Americans with disabilities, he can work and
do fine and pay taxes—which releases the
burden on the rest of us—if he can get insur-
ance.

John Cox left his job with health insurance
and went to work for a Christian radio station
because he thought it was his mission in life
to do that. He thought he was covered by
health insurance and he thought his em-
ployer was paying it, and he wasn’t. When
his wife came down sick, because they didn’t
have health insurance even though he was
working, they didn’t go to the doctor. They
just talked to a doctor over the phone for
months and months. Finally, she became so
ill they had to see a doctor at an emergency
room. By that time she had cancer that had
progressed to the point when it could not
be fully treated. He took this bus ride across
the country when his wife was dying, because
she wanted him to. She died during the bus
ride. He buried her 2 days ago, and he came
up here today to be with us. My answer to
you is if the program works for John Cox
and for Daniel Lumley, I’ll be for it.

Whitewater Hearings

Q. Mr. President, if I could ask you a spe-
cific question on these Whitewater hearings,
which I know you’re not watching, but many
of us were watching until 2 a.m. in the morn-
ing last night. One of the problems that
Roger Altman, the Deputy Treasury Sec-
retary, seems to have is that he didn’t recuse
himself or step down as chairman of the Res-
olution Trust Corporation because he feared
that there could be some sort of appearance
of a conflict. He had decided to step down,
but was talked out of it by Bernard Nuss-
baum, your former Counsel, and other White
House aides. That seems to be the source
of a lot of problems that he has. And Josh
Steiner, the Treasury Chief of Staff, says that
you and the First Lady were furious that
Roger Altman told the New York Times edi-
torial writer about this decision before you
learned about it. What was so bad about his
decision to recuse himself if there was noth-
ing that he could have done to interfere in
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the RTC investigation of Madison Guaranty
Savings and Loan?

The President. First of all, I never would
promote anybody interfering in any inves-
tigation. I welcome this investigation, and it
will vindicate what I have been saying all
along. I had no problem with Mr. Altman
deciding of his own independent judgment
and consultation with his superior, the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, that he ought to
recuse himself. The only thing that upset me
was I did not want to see him stampeded
into it if it wasn’t the right thing to do. I
just wanted the decision to be made on the
merits. I think it’s a pretty simple, straight-
forward position I had, and I think it was
the right one.

Baseball Strike

Q. Mr. President, Atlanta Braves owner
Ted Turner last week called on you to inter-
vene with Government arbitration to head
off a baseball strike. Now that your Labor
Secretary has met with both sides of the talks,
do you see any Government role in this mat-
ter? Do you see anything that you personally
can do to head off a strike?

The President. Let me say first of all, just
as a lifelong baseball fan, I suppose I have
a greater interest in this than maybe a Presi-
dent even should. I mean, the prospect of
seeing records that are 30 and 40 years old
broken, for those of us who like the offensive
as well as the defensive side of baseball, this
is an exhilarating thing. I think it would be
heartbreaking for the American people if our
national pastime didn’t get through this
whole season. And it’s a great opportunity
for these young players and what they can
become.

Secondly, the Secretary of Labor, as you
pointed out, did meet with the representa-
tives of the players and the owners. And we
discussed what could be done and tried to
facilitate a better communications between
them. There may be some other things which
can be done, but at this time the situation
is sufficiently delicate that I think we need
to leave it at that. If we can play a construc-
tive role, we will. We do not want to play
a destructive role. We all hope that somehow
the strike can be averted.

Health Care Legislation
Q. Mr. President, there are many Demo-

cratic Members of the House, your allies,
who disagree with you, they don’t believe
that Senator Mitchell’s bill is a universal cov-
erage bill. Are you ready to tell them that
you think that Senator Mitchell’s bill is the
best that can possibly come out of Congress
this year?

The President. Well, first of all, let’s re-
member how a bill becomes law. [Laughter]
It’s very important. Senator Mitchell has to
find a majority for a bill that can pass the
Senate. Then there must be a majority of
people supporting a bill that passes the
House. The Senate task is very hard because,
except on the budget, a tiny minority—41
percent of the Senate—can keep any other
bill from even coming to a vote. He has a
difficult task. Then the bill goes to a con-
ference and a final bill will come back and
will be voted on in both Houses. We have
seen many times how a bill passes the House,
a bill passes the Senate, a final one comes
out that’s different from either one. We don’t
know what will happen.

Let me tell you what I hope will happen.
What I hope will happen is that the debates
on the floor of the Senate and the House
will be widely publicized, heavily watched,
and that the debate will grip the imagination
of ordinary American citizens who them-
selves may not be part of any discrete interest
group; and that there will be a climate in
the country welling up—as I believe it is
now—for action that works, that solves the
human problem.

I believe George Mitchell, as many of the
Senators pointed out, in a situation in which
every time he tried to do something, the
members of the other party moved away
from a position they had previously had—
normally when a bill becomes law, if you take
one position and the people in the other
party take another, you move toward them,
they move toward you, you work out an
agreement. Here’s a case where we had 24
Senators of the other party committed to uni-
versal coverage and they have all abandoned
the plan they were originally for. And as he
has moved toward them, they have moved
away. In that environment, I think he has
done a fine job with a bill that I personally
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believe will achieve universal coverage. And
that’s all I can say. It is my opinion that it
will work.

Whitewater Hearings
Q. Mr. President, strictly from a manage-

ment standpoint, given the conflicting recol-
lections of the various members of the Treas-
ury Department team, do you believe they
can continue to work together effectively?

The President. Well, the management of
the Treasury Department is under the juris-
diction of the Secretary of the Treasury. All
I can tell you is, the important thing for the
American people is the Treasury Depart-
ment has worked very well. Nearly every
American, nearly every expert in this town
believes that it has worked very well across
a whole broad range of issues, and that the
Secretary of the Treasury has done an abso-
lutely superb job in both domestic and inter-
national economic arenas with the support
of his team. The management questions are
things that he will have to resolve. But I will
say again, there was no violation of the law,
there was no violation of the ethics rules. The
errors which were made have been acknowl-
edged and questions have been answered at
extreme length. I think that is a very good
thing.

Health Care Reform
Q. You’ve worked hard to open new mar-

kets for American businesses. Are you upset
or disappointed that businesses have worked
so hard against health care reform?

The President. No, because not all busi-
nesses have. It is true we have worked hard
to open markets for business with NAFTA,
with the new worldwide GATT agreement,
selling our airplanes, selling our high-tech
equipment, reviving our shipbuilding indus-
try—all the things we’ve done. But frankly,
I think the amazing story of this health care
debate is not that there are still some busi-
ness interest against it, but that we have more
business interest for it than ever before. Let
me just say that many of the Fortune 500
companies support the idea that every busi-
ness should do what it can to cover the em-
ployee and the employee should pay some-
thing. We now have 600,000 small businesses
who cover their employees and are paying

too much, who have come out for our posi-
tion that all of their colleagues should do the
same.

I think that is very impressive. When you
look at that plus all the other medical groups
that have come out for our approach, it is
a truly astonishing thing. And what I hope
is, again, when this debate starts that all the
people who are doing for something, instead
of just against something, I hope that they
will prevail.

Press Conferences
Q. Mr. President, will you tell us why you

hold so few solo press conferences? This is
only your third, and you have been heard
to complain that the lords of the right-wing
radio have uninterrupted communication
with the American people. And you have the
same chance but don’t take it. Could you tell
us why?

The President. I think it’s a mistake, and
I intend to do more on a more regular basis.
Besides that, I actually enjoy these, and I
think we should do more and do them on
a more regular basis, and I intend to. It’s
one of the changes that I intend to make.

Health Care Legislation
Q. Mr. President—all right, sir. I wanted

to just tell you——
The President. I could hear you in the

distance. [Laughter]
Q. I’ve just been informed by a volunteer

who knows what she’s talking about, Mrs.
B.A. Bentsen, wife of the Secretary of the
Treasury—she works to get prenatal care for
millions of mothers. And she says that the
money, the Government money has run out
completely for prenatal care, which means
that we will have deformed babies that we
will have to pay for the rest of their lives
in institutions. Can’t you do something about
this?

The President. Well, of course we can.
One of the things that this health care bill
will do, either one of them, would be to cover
more prenatal care. One of the biggest prob-
lems we have in the United States, with
about one in six of our people without health
insurance, is that a lot of people don’t get
preventive care when they should. It is true
that when women see the doctor several
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times before their babies are born, the babies
are far more likely to be born healthy and
at normal birth weight. And that is a focus
of both bills. Senator Mitchell’s bill, because
of the phase-in time, went out of its way to
try to take care of that issue.

Syria
Q. Mr. President, if I could go back to

a foreign policy issue. Syria appears to be
the big missing piece of the puzzle in the
Middle East now. Following the meeting be-
tween the Israeli Prime Minister and King
Hussein of Jordan, do you see any indication
that Syria wants to make peace at this point?
Do you see any reason for optimism that
they’re willing to talk directly to Israel?

The President. I think there are difficult
issues still between Israel and Syria, but I
believe both leaders do want to make peace.
As you know, before I announced that King
Hussein and Prime Minister Rabin would
come here to end their state of war and to
commit to establishing full peace, I had a
long talk with President Asad on the tele-
phone. I then spoke with him again. I am
convinced that he is still very much inter-
ested in a comprehensive peace. And we
have one piece of public evidence of that,
which is that the whole ceremony between
Israel and Jordan signing the Washington
Declaration was shown on television in Syria
without comment. We have other indications
that they are. And you may be sure that the
Secretary of State and Dennis Ross and all
of our team, as well as I, are doing everything
we can to keep pushing that.

Q. What are those other indications, sir?
The President. I don’t think I should say

more than that. We’ve been pretty successful
in the Middle East by letting the parties
make their own decisions and letting them
percolate up.

Health Care Legislation
Q. You may not be a legislator, but you

are the titular head of the Democratic Party.
Why should you ask Democrats in the House
for marginal constituencies to vote for the
Gephardt bill when, in fact, the Mitchell bill
may be more politically palatable?

The President. Well, let me say, again,
the Senate and the House are going to debate

both these bills, and they will work through
the process and decide where to come out.
But let me say, if you just take Mr. Cox there,
he’s from Athens, Texas. Now, Athens, Texas,
is no different from New York City or San
Francisco, California, or my home in Arkan-
sas when it comes to the existence of people
who have these problems. And I think the
House and the Senate should each pass a
bill which they can best explain to their folks
back home as something that solves the prob-
lem.

I would remind you that we know that uni-
versal coverage is popular with the American
people. What we also know is that they’re
concerned about having something that
changes something so fundamental in their
lives. They want to make sure we fix what
is wrong, keep what is right. So in both bills
we have reassured the rank-and-file voters.
Both bills in different ways may offend var-
ious organized interest groups who may be
able to advertise and affect the attitudes of
rank-and-file voters, but we know that both
these bills, by having a longer phase-in time,
less bureaucracy, more flexibility and more
support for small business, clear choice of
plans, that those things have answered the
concerns of American voters in every con-
gressional district in the country.

Haiti

Q. Congressman Bill Richardson went re-
cently to Haiti and met for, I think, 5 hours
with General Cédras, and he came back and
he said Cédras was not an intransigent man.
He has been invited to return to Haiti. Has
he talked to you about it, and would you con-
sider it a good idea for him to go back to
Haiti now that the U.N. has passed this reso-
lution?

The President. I have talked to Congress-
man Richardson. I have no comment about
any further trips. It is difficult to conclude
that Mr. Cédras is not intransigent. After all,
he promised to leave Haiti on October 30th
at the implementation of the Governors Is-
land accord, and he broke his promise. And
he has continued to visit untold misery on
his people. He knows what to do to end the
problems of the people of Haiti, and he can
do it.
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Economic Plan
Q. Mr. President, earlier this year, last

year, rather, in your economic program, you
sacrificed a lot of your investment program
to get deficit reduction, as we’ve learned,
over the objections of many of those on your
staff. The deficit reduction part has worked
out even better than you expected, as you
said. But since that time the stock market
has drifted lower, long-term interest rates are
higher than when you took office, and there
are some signs of a slow-down on the hori-
zon. Housing starts and new home sales, for
example, are down. At this point, do you
think perhaps you make a mistake that you
went too far into deficit reduction and that,
from your point of view, the country might
have been better off had you put more
money into infrastructure and into invest-
ment?

The President. Absolutely not. Given the
options that we had, the right decision was
made. Let me take you back in time. We
had had the slowest job growth rate for the
previous 4 years that we’d had since the
Great Depression. The economy was going
down; the deficit was going up. Our position
in the global economy depended on our abil-
ity to get the deficit down. Our ability to gen-
erate private economic activity depended on
our ability to drive interest rates down.

If someone had told any economist a year
and a half ago that we could create almost
4 million jobs, take the unemployment rate
down over a point and a half, have no infla-
tion and still have long-term rates almost ex-
actly where they were on the date I took of-
fice, no one would have believed that. They’d
say if you’re going to improve the economy
that much, long-term interest rates will go
way up.

Because we were committed to bringing
the deficit down without inflation, interest
rates went way down, and then when we had
a lot of economic growth, came back up
some. The stock market is higher than it was
when I took office, and the long-term expec-
tations are very good.

Most businesses expect to grow next year,
both large and small. Every survey shows
that. Consumer confidence and business con-
fidence and long-term economic growth are
high. The rate of growth may vary from time

to time. My job is to keep the growth going
and keep jobs coming into the economy and
that is what we are doing.

Q. [Inaudible]—betrayed your democratic
heritage or your campaign promises?

The President. No.
Q. Do you feel that you’re an Eisenhower

Republican, as a recent book put it?
The President. No. I think we did the

right thing. In the 21st century most job
growth is going to come from the private sec-
tor. We will have to do more public work
in two areas: in infrastructure, just like all
of our competitors do, our roads, our bridges,
our airports, the things that make you a rich
and powerful country; our telecommuni-
cations infrastructure that the Vice Presi-
dent’s always talking about will have to have
various supports. The second thing we’ll have
to do is we’ll have to give more direct or
indirect support to create jobs in high unem-
ployment areas. That’s what our empower-
ment zones are all about: enticing people
through tax incentives to invest in areas
where unemployment is high.

But I would remind you we have increased
programs for education and training. We
have dramatically increased the availability of
low-interest college loans. We have increased
the number of people who can apply for na-
tional service loans. We have increased Head
Start. We have increased immunization eligi-
bility for little kids by millions. We have in-
creased spending on the things which are
critical to our future.

Will we have to invest more there? We
will. But first we had to get our economic
house in order. You cannot keep spending
money you don’t have and expect to get
ahead of the game. We have now done that,
and we can focus on investment.

Defense Executive Salaries
Q. Thank you, sir.
The President. You’re persistent. I owe

it to you just for effort. You’d develop arthri-
tis getting up and down so many times if I
didn’t—[laughter].

Q. Thank you, sir. If I may shift to a fresh
subject, the Senate Appropriations Commit-
tee is hopping mad about what it calls ‘‘out-
rageously high’’ salaries that are being paid
to defense and aerospace company execu-
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tives in this country—compensation that is
frequently paid by the taxpayers under De-
fense Department regulations, and some-
times to the tune of as much as $7 million
or more. The committee is offering language
which would rule out payments any higher
than the salary that the Defense Secretary
makes. Do you agree with the committee’s
finding? And would you support that kind
of limit?

The President. I’m not familiar enough
with the issue to give you an intelligent an-
swer. I will look into it, and I’ll be glad to
give you an answer. But I don’t know enough
about the issue to answer the question in an
appropriate way.

Megamergers
Q. Mr. President, okay—[laughter].
The President. I can’t believe a member

of the press is pushing a microphone away.
This is a historic moment in itself. [Laughter]

Q. Mr. President, what is the administra-
tion doing to stop the megamergers, particu-
larly in the telecommunications industry, in
the pharmaceutical industry, and in retailing?
We have seen Viacom-Paramount. We now
have—Macy’s is trying, and we’re reading
today about American Cyanamid merging
with American Home Products; mergers
which are not in the interest of the public
and the stockholders. And in the case of
Macy’s, Macy’s Federated has a stockholder
meeting on the same day as major competi-
tors. They don’t want stockholders to come
and ask questions. They’re in collusion with
the competitors; and the administration is not
lifting one finger.

The President. Well, you’ve drawn a lot
of conclusions there in a short time. I don’t
know if I can answer them all. Let me say
this: There are two ways in which mergers
can be not in the interest of the people of
the United States. First is if they violate our
antitrust laws; that is, if they do significant
damage to the competitive environment. And
our administration has tried to reinvigorate
the antitrust division of the Justice Depart-
ment to a significantly higher level than in
the last two administrations.

Secondly is, as you suggest, is if there is
some illegal erosion of the rights and inter-
ests of the stockholders of these companies,

or there are workers or others that have legal
rights that are being undermined. That is
within the jurisdiction of the Securities and
Exchange Commission. I think we have a
very able person chairing that Commission.

I would be glad to ask them to look into
these things more than I’m sure they already
are, but I am not in a position to draw the
conclusions you have drawn, because I think
they are trying to protect the public interest.

Health Care Legislation

Q. There are 37 million uninsured Ameri-
cans. If you can’t get a bill that will cover
all of them, and you get one that will cover,
say, 20 million, would you really refuse to
sign it? And if you do, and don’t get a bill
at all, how would you explain that to those
20 million?

The President. First of all, keep in mind
that most of our problem is with working
Americans. And the problem with the so-
called ‘‘half a loaf’’ here is that it won’t work.
That is, we have evidence now in the
States—about 40 States have tried to just
change the rules on insurance and put a little
more money into covering very poor people
to increase health care coverage. No one
could say that is not good on its own, but
the problem is if that is all you do, what has
happened in the States is that putting people
into a health insurance pool who cost more
to insure without expanding the size of the
pools leads to higher rates. Once the rates
get higher, small businesses on the margin
and individuals who are young and healthy
get out. That makes the pool even smaller;
and rates go up more.

So what would happen, I am convinced,
if we did what you suggest is what has hap-
pened in the States. Coverage would go up
a little bit for a while; then it would go right
back down, as it has in the United States for
the last 5 years as States have tried to do
this.

So, again, I say we have no evidence that
unless we are moving toward full coverage
that we can control cost and maintain cov-
erage for the working families of the country.

Yes, one more. We’re almost out of time.
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Haiti

Q. You spoke with some thoroughness to-
night about why you think it is in the United
States interest to not have a military dictator-
ship in Haiti. My question is, if an invasion
force is dispatched and overthrows that mili-
tary regime, what are the United States obli-
gations at that point to nurture, to create an
environment in that troubled country where
democracy would have a chance? And how
long would this last?

The President. I think the United States
have significant obligations. But if you look
at the United Nations resolution and what
we have said all along, over the long run what
we need is a United Nations mission in Haiti
that the United States would be a part of,
but that other countries would participate in
also, that would do the following things:
Number one, it would have to retrain and
reorient the military to engaged in the re-
building of the country. Number two, it
would have to reorient and retrain the police
to be a genuine police force, not an instru-
ment of terror for one political group. Num-
ber three, we would have to, in addition to
that, have a real dedicated effort led by a
lot of our Haitian-Americans and others to
rebuild the troubled economy of Haiti, which
is in terrible, terrible shape. All those things
we would have to do. But it would not nec-
essarily be the United States doing it. In fact,
it could not be; it would be a United Nations
mission as envisaged by the United Nations
and the resolution that they adopted.

Thank you very much.
Q. Mr. President, can I follow up here—

one last question on health care?
The President. One last question on

health care? [Laughter] Did I recognize you
earlier?

Q. You did, but it’s a——
The President. Oh, no—I’ve got to go.

[Laughter]

NOTE: The President’s 68th news conference
began at 8 p.m. in the East Room at the White
House. In his remarks, he referred to Leon B.
Panetta, Chief of Staff to the President, and Den-
nis B. Ross, Director, Policy Planning Staff, De-
partment of State.

Remarks Honoring the Young
American Medal Winners
August 4, 1994

Thank you. Thank you so much, General
Reno. And thank you, ladies and gentlemen,
for being here. I would like to thank Janet
Reno for the superb job she has done as the
Attorney General of the United States and
for the human face she has put on law en-
forcement in this country and the under-
standing she has brought as a career prosecu-
tor to this work, the understanding that really
is embodied in these awards today, which is
that we have a job to do here in Washington
but what really makes America great and
what really makes America work is what hap-
pens on the streets, in the schools, in the
neighborhoods, in the workplaces of America
every day.

I want to thank the Director of our Office
of Drug Policy, Lee Brown, for being here;
two Congressmen from the areas of two of
the honorees today, Congressman Jerry
Costello of Illinois and Congressman Steve
Schiff of New Mexico, thank you for being
here. I understand the Mayor of Belleville,
Illinois, Roger Cook, is here. I thank the
members of the Young American Medals
Committee; the Administrator of the DEA,
Tom Constantine; and Eduardo Gonzalez,
the Director of the Marshals Service, who
are also here.

Last year was my first opportunity to en-
gage in this ceremony. I just loved it. And
the Attorney General was right. This job of
mine is an interesting and diverse job, and
on most days it’s quite a wonderful job. But
it rarely is so filled with joy as when you can
recognize the wonder of the work of our
young people.

I think of our mission here in our adminis-
tration at this time as the timeless one of
trying to secure a future for our young peo-
ple, so that every person in this country, with-
out regard to their region or race or income
or background, can live up to the fullest of
their God-given abilities. In this time, at the
end of the cold war and at the beginning
of a new era that is not yet fully clear to
Americans, moving into a global economy
with new opportunities and, to be sure, new
troubles as well, that means as a minimum
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that here we have to restore economic
growth and opportunity. We have to help
people to rebuild the strength of our commu-
nities and our families. We have to empower
individuals to do more for themselves. In
short, we’ve got to make this Government
work for ordinary citizens in a world we’re
working to make more peaceful and pros-
perous.

Now, in the last few weeks, we’ve had
some pretty good news on that. Our economy
is clearly coming back. For the first time in
10 years it’s predicted that all 50 States will
have economic growth next year. We had a
peace agreement signed here between Jor-
dan and Israel last week, which must have
brought joy to the hearts of every American
that has seen that troubled region torn for
so long. There are many good things happen-
ing. The largest, toughest, smartest crime bill
in the history of the United States is in final
debating stages and about to be voted on in
the Congress. For the first time in the history
of our country, both Houses of Congress are
considering a bill to provide health care cov-
erage to all Americans.

But still, we have to recognize that in the
end it is still true that the strength of this
country is what happens on Main Street,
what happens in the schools, what happens
where ordinary Americans live and work.

Today we celebrate the best of our young
people for their courage and their commit-
ment. We know that life requires both to be
fully successful. And we know that our coun-
try is still around now after 218 years because
we’ve been blessed with an abundance of
both.

I must tell you that when I got up this
morning and, as is my custom early in the
morning, I wandered around, I did some of
my routine, and then I sat and read the
schedule for the day and I read the stories
of these young people, I was reminded of
a line that I used in my Inaugural Address
but sometimes here in the heat of battle I
forget: ‘‘There is nothing wrong with this
country that cannot be fixed by what is right
with this country.’’ Today we honor in dra-
matic and breathtaking fashion what is right
with this country.

The first recipient of the Young American
Medal for Bravery is Carlo Montez Clark of

Belleville, Illinois. He was on his way to a
convenience store when he noticed smoke
coming from a nearby building. He tried
twice to get into the building, but was over-
come by smoke. Finally, on the third try he
got into the building, risking his own life, and
saved the life of an elderly woman who suf-
fered from emphysema. Let’s give him a big
hand. [Applause] Thank you.

Now I would like to recognize, for service,
Robyn Mae Davis of Albuquerque, New
Mexico. She’s worked hard to spread the im-
portant message of the dangers of alcohol
abuse among young people. She tried to get
the New Mexico State Fair to refrain from
serving alcohol for a day or so; they declined.
So she organized a human chain around the
New Mexico State Fair in protest of their
policy. As a result, for 4 days the fair was
completely alcohol-free. I wonder if she
would like to join my congressional lobbying
staff. [Laughter] Good for you, Robyn, and
congratulations.

Our second winner of the Young American
Medal for Bravery is Brandon Sisco of Tex-
arkana, Texas. When Brandon’s school bus
made a routine stop, a young girl got off the
bus and was attacked by two ferocious dogs.
She was bitten many times. Brandon jumped
off the bus and bravely fought off the dogs,
guided the 6-year-old to safety inside the bus
where he comforted her until paramedics ar-
rived. At considerable risk to himself, he
saved the young girl’s life. Let’s give him a
round of applause. [Applause]

Our final recipient is Amanda Stewart of
Keyes, Oklahoma. In 1990 Amanda was para-
lyzed in a car accident. She began a three-
State campaign to raise consciousness re-
garding the dangers of drinking and driving.
She told her peers they should think first
about getting into a car with someone who
had been drinking. She asked them to think
before driving off first without fastening a
seat belt. After an experience which would
have crushed the spirits and broken the will
of many people, even people 2 or 3 times
her age, this brave and beautiful young
woman has doubtless inspired countless
young people to change their behavior, to se-
cure a better future for themselves. And in
the process, she has exercised influence,
power, and goodness far beyond anything
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that anyone might have imagined. Thank
you, Amanda, for your commitment and your
courage.

Ladies and gentlemen, let me close with
what I always think of at moments like this.
These young people have reminded us, as
the Attorney General has said, of the power
of one person to make a difference. Each
of us in our own way have that power. And
I think we would all admit, starting with the
President, that every day at the end of the
day we have done less than we might have
done to exercise that power that is within
us all, divinely inspired and given to us for
whatever time we’re on this Earth. Let’s look
at them and remember our obligations to
make the most of every day.

Thank you, and bless you all.

NOTE: The President spoke at 4:32 p.m. in the
East Room at the White House.

Memorandum on the Civil Rights
Working Group
August 4, 1994

Memorandum for the Heads of Executive
Departments and Agencies

Subject: Civil Rights Working Group
I am writing to you about our responsibil-

ity to promote equal opportunity for all
Americans. We have accomplished much in
our pursuit of a society in which all our peo-
ple can achieve their God-given potential.
But we still have a long way to go.

Americans believe that in spite of our dif-
ferences, there is in all of us a common core
of humanity that obliges us to respect one
another and to live in harmony and peace.
We must build on this belief and give real
meaning to civil rights by tearing down all
remaining barriers to equal opportunity—in
education, employment, housing, and every
area of American life.

Throughout the Nation, each of us must
bring new energy to our efforts to promote
an open and inclusive society. Those of us
who are public servants have a special obliga-
tion. At the Federal level, we will do this
by re-evaluating the civil rights missions,
policies, and resources of every agency, so
that they carry out their missions in a manner

consistent with the Administration’s commit-
ment to equal opportunity. In reviewing our
activities, we must seek not only to eliminate
barriers to equal access and opportunity, but
also to identify opportunities for innovation.
No Federal office should be exempt from the
obligation to further the struggle for civil
rights. And every State and local government
should be encouraged to do the same.

On January 17, 1994, I issued an Executive
order establishing a President’s Fair Housing
Council to be chaired by the Secretary of
Housing and Urban Development. Working
across agencies and programs, this Council
will bring new focus and leadership to the
administration of the Federal Government’s
fair housing programs. On February 11,
1994, I issued an Executive order directing
agencies to develop strategies to identify,
analyze, and address environmental inequi-
ties that are the result of Federal policies.
That order will increase public participation
in the environmental decision-making proc-
ess.

In addition to these efforts, I believe more
can be done to exercise leadership for civil
rights enforcement. That is why I hereby es-
tablish a Civil Rights Working Group, under
the auspices of the Domestic Policy Council,
to evaluate and improve the effectiveness of
Federal civil rights enforcement missions and
policies. The Civil Rights Working Group
will identify barriers to equal access, impedi-
ments to effective enforcement of the law,
and effective strategies to promote tolerance
and understanding in our communities and
workplaces. More important, I expect the
Working Group to develop new approaches
to address these issues.

The principal focus of the Working Group
will be our civil rights enforcement efforts.
We must recognize, however, that public and
private enforcement resources will never be
fully adequate to the task, and all of the re-
maining obstacles to opportunity cannot be
removed through litigation alone. Therefore,
I direct the Working Group to identify inno-
vative strategies that can leverage our limited
resources to provide new avenues for equal
opportunity and equal rights. Among those
potential strategies are new measures relying
on civic education and voluntary efforts to
engage citizens in overcoming the effects of
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past discrimination. These new strategies
should be designed to complement our im-
proved and reinvigorated enforcement ef-
forts.

The Attorney General and the Director of
the Office of Management and Budget will
co-chair the Working Group. The following
Administration officials will serve as mem-
bers: the Secretary of the Treasury, the Sec-
retary of Commerce, the Secretary of Agri-
culture, the Secretary of the Interior, the
Secretary of Education, the Secretary of
Health and Human Services, the Secretary
of Housing and Urban Development, the
Secretary of Labor, the Secretary of Trans-
portation, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs,
the Administrator of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, the Chair of the Equal Em-
ployment Opportunity Commission, the As-
sistant to the President for Economic Policy,
the Assistant to the President for Domestic
Policy, and the Assistant to the President and
Director of Public Liaison. I also have invited
the Chairperson of the Commission on Civil
Rights to participate in this crucial endeavor
on an informal basis, respecting the inde-
pendent and critical voice we expect of that
Commission. Finally, this membership list is
not exclusive. I invite and encourage all Cabi-
net officers and agency heads to participate
in the Working Group.

The Working Group will advise appro-
priate Administration officials and me on
how we might modify Federal laws and poli-
cies to strengthen protection under the laws
and on how to improve coordination of the
vast array of Federal programs that directly
or indirectly affect civil rights. I direct the
Working Group to provide the Cabinet and
me with a brief progress report no less than
every 6 months, and specifically to:

(a) examine each Federal agency with a
significant civil rights mission and pro-
vide me with an evaluation of how well
that mission is being implemented.
These analyses should examine whether
each agency uses the experience gained
from enforcement activities of other
agencies and other levels of govern-
ment. Counterproductive and inconsist-
ent practices should be identified and
proposals for change recommended;

(b) examine cross-cutting civil rights law
enforcement challenges such as voting
rights and equal access to government
benefit programs and identify innovative
means of coordinating and leveraging
resources;

(c) develop better measures of perform-
ance for Federal civil rights enforce-
ment programs, taking into account the
real impact of programs on the daily
lives of all Americans; and

(d) support and advise all agencies as we
reinvent our strategies for the pro-
motion of an open and inclusive society.

With this interagency effort, I underscore
the commitment of this Administration to
bring new energy and imagination to the op-
portunity agenda. In departments and agen-
cies throughout the Federal Government,
this work is already well underway. The
Working Group will provide a mechanism to
expand and accelerate that vital work. Its
work will be among our greatest contribu-
tions to the people we serve.

William J. Clinton

Remarks on the Anniversary of the
Passage of the Economic Program
August 5, 1994

Well, thank you all. We’ve established one
thing beyond doubt. We all have enough
sense to come in out of the rain. [Laughter]

Thank you, Mr. Quimby, and thank all of
you. We’ve had representatives of four fine
companies speak here today: the head of one
of our largest corporations; the head of a me-
dium-sized high-tech company, growing and
growing into the world economy; the head
of a small company that’s doubled the num-
ber of—or now a man that’s moved from a
small job to a large job in a small company
that’s growing very rapidly; and a new em-
ployee. The Vice President and I wanted
these folks here for this announcement today
because they represent what our efforts are
all about.

I said the other night in my press con-
ference that there are a lot of lobby groups
in Washington, but I wanted the White
House to be known as the ‘‘home office of
the ‘American association of ordinary citi-
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zens.’ ’’ And what I mean by that is that in
this time of profound change, what we need
to be doing is figuring out how we can make
the changes necessary together to enable all
of our people to live up to their potential,
to fulfill their dreams, to move into the next
century with the American dream alive in
every family and with American leadership
secure. And when I sought this job, I was
convinced that would require some changes
in my political party, some change in the
other political party, and some changes in the
way we do our work here in Washington.

If you listen to the four stories here, that’s
really what’s behind all these arcane argu-
ments and all the political rhetoric over eco-
nomic policy: the simple question of whether
people will be able to pursue their destinies
and their dreams and live up to the fullest
of their abilities. I could never hope to say
it any better than these four people did, and
I think we should give them all another
round of applause. [Applause]

Today, we celebrate because this morning,
as the chart to my left shows, the Labor De-
partment reported that since our administra-
tion came into office, our economy has pro-
duced more than 4 million new jobs, almost
all of them in the private sector. Now, as
we know, when I ran for office, I said I
thought we could produce 8 million new jobs
in 4 years and that we would do 4 by the
end of ’94. So we’re 6 months ahead of
schedule.

I do want to correct one thing. You know,
I get criticized sometimes for my attention
to detail, but I want to show you this. Where
is it? I asked for this pen this morning when
I looked at this chart because when I looked
at the numbers, there are actually not 4 mil-
lion new jobs but 4.1 million new jobs. And
now that we’re out of the rain, I’m going to
make a correction on it.

Manufacturing jobs have been increasing
in this country for 7 months in a row now
for the first time in 10 years. All the jobs
created last month, 100 percent of them,
were in the private sector, not in govern-
ment. Companies like Kenlee Precision have
added those second and third shifts, jobs that
made it possible for people like Charles
Quimby to get ahead. Companies like
Ellicott Machine have been able to hire new

workers like Frankie McLaurin. Executives
like Bob Eaton and Carol Bartz are making
a good beginning in this remarkable partner-
ship we have to renew America. And they
described to you, perhaps better than I
could, what the role of the National Govern-
ment is in their agenda for the future, what
we should be doing and what we should not
be doing.

None of this has been easy. Indeed, I have
been mystified since I got here about why
some of these things are as hard as they are
and why they take as long as they do. One
of the problems is that in this town, some-
times words replace reality. In the computer
business and in high technology, virtual re-
ality is a very good thing. It enables you to
replicate situations and to avoid future prob-
lems. In Washington, I’m not sure we have
virtual reality; I think what we have up here
is virtual unreality, which is a bad thing be-
cause it enables you to almost dehumanize
problems and turn them into words and rhet-
oric and labels. And we have all these word
battles up here that don’t seem to make any
sense to ordinary people.

Once in a while I watch the evening news,
and I’m usually working when it’s on—once
in a while I watch it, and I see the way we’re
presented, and I look at that and I say, well,
heck, if I was still back home I wouldn’t be
for that guy either. [Laughter] Just because
of the way it all plays out. You know, it’s so—
it’s kind of unreal. And what we’ve got to
do is find ways to bring reality, your reality,
the way you look at the world, the way you
live with the world every day, into the deci-
sionmaking of this town.

And that’s what we did when we passed
that economic plan. Bob Eaton had it right.
He said, well, he wouldn’t have done it in
the same way we did, but he was glad we
got the job done. Well, that’s the way I feel
about his cars. I don’t have any idea if I’d
make the same decisions he makes on every-
thing, but they make awful good cars and
I’m glad they got the job done. In the end,
that’s the way we should judge ourselves.

And we did the best we could with that
economic program, considering the fact that
at the moment of voting we had no help from
the other side. They said the sky would fall.
One of them, and I quote, said, ‘‘Taxes will
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go up. The economy will sputter along. The
deficit will reach another record high. It’s a
recipe for disaster.’’ That was wrong. That
was wrong.

What did we do? We did have a tax in-
crease on the wealthiest Americans, but it’s
still—the rates are well below where they
were in 1980. And all the money went to
pay down the deficit and to finance a tax
break for 15 million working families who
were just above the poverty line, and we
didn’t want them to go back to welfare. We
wanted to encourage people with low wages
to keep working and to keep raising their kids
and to stick by the American dream. There
were too many people who were giving up
work for welfare, and we wanted it to be the
reverse. So I plead guilty to that.

We also cut $255 billion in spending, and
we passed a tough budget that helped to
drive those interest rates down, get this econ-
omy going again. This year, we’re about to
pass another tough budget that eliminates
100 Government programs outright, contains
the first reduction in domestic discretionary
spending in 25 years—outright reduction—
and continues to drive that deficit down
while increasing the money we’re spending
to empower people to succeed in the global
economy: more for education and training,
more for Head Start for little kids, the estab-
lishment of a lifetime learning system, for
world-class standards in our public schools,
more apprenticeships for young people who
get out of high school and don’t want to go
to college. And our economic program made
it possible for 20 million Americans to refi-
nance their college loans at lower interest
rates and better repayment terms. That is the
direction in which we ought to be going.

And finally, as you heard Carol and Bob
talking about, we’re trying to expand the bar-
riers of trade, or tear down the barriers and
expand the frontiers. Frankie said that
Ellicott was doing well largely because of
NAFTA. They also said—a different group
said that the sky would fall if we did that.
But there we had a bipartisan majority fight-
ing for change. We passed it. Our car sales
in Mexico are growing 5 times as fast as they
did before NAFTA was passed. Mexico is
now our fastest growing trading partner.
Even though their economy is in a down pe-

riod, we’re still having explosive growth.
Think what it will be like when they start
to grow again. This is very important.

We’re trying to sell airplanes all around
the world. We just announced a new ship-
building initiative. The Trade Ambassador,
Mr. Kantor, has resolved agricultural dis-
putes with Canada. We’re selling rice to
Japan for the first time. We are moving in
to the global economy, and we are working
on these things. And I don’t know that these
things fall very neatly into the kind of words
people throw at each other here in this town.
Is it liberal or conservative, Republican or
Democrat? I don’t know, and I don’t care.
I just want people to be able to work and
to do well and to have this economy grow.

And I know to do that—when we have the
deficit coming down for 3 years in a row for
the first time since Truman was President,
when we’re moving toward the smallest Fed-
eral Government that we’ve had since Ken-
nedy was President, and when the economy
is growing this rapidly—last year we had
more businesses formed than in any year
since World War II—we’re not doing bad.
We’ve got to get rid of the rhetoric and go
back to reality.

And I would say this: The future looks
good. Fortune Magazine predicts for the first
time in 10 years, the economy in every State
in America will grow next year. And that is
very good. Most businesses expect to grow
next year and to expand. And consumer con-
fidence is high.

But we have to continue to face the tough
problems up here. And one of the things that
I hope very much will happen is that the ex-
perience that we had working through these
economic problems and the results that have
been achieved when you take on a problem,
risks of unpopularity in the short run, even
if you win by the narrowest of margins, if
you actually address a problem, you get re-
sults. That is very good because that proves
that Washington is not all that unreal after
all, that there really is some connection to
our lives up here and the way you live where
you are. Because if you ignore the problems
in these four companies, 10 years from now
there won’t be anybody from your companies
to show up here and talk at the White House.
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In the end, you have to face the challenges
before you. We are now seeing that again.
We have some challenges ahead of us. The
Congress must, must approve the worldwide
GATT trade agreement that we negotiated,
that we got agreement on, but the Congress
has to enact it. It will mean a tax cut in the
form of lower tariffs and lower costs for
Americans and people all across the world
of—listen to this—$744 billion over the next
10 years. It will create hundreds of thousands
of high-paying American jobs. We have got
to finish the job on the trade issue. The next
step is GATT.

Before I close, I want to mention two other
issues, but it’s the same point, problems you
can’t run away from. We must address the
health care situation this year, not just for
the people who don’t have health insurance
but for the people who do but who pay too
much for it and who could lose it, not just
for the companies who don’t provide health
care but for the companies who do and pay
too much for it.

Why have the Big Three automakers sup-
ported us in health reform all along? Because
one of the reasons we lost jobs and market
share in the automobile industry is that they
were paying too much for health care. And
one of the reasons they were paying too
much for health care is they were paying for
all the people in this country who don’t cover
themselves and who don’t do their own part.

Now, here are some basic facts that no-
body can ignore. We can all disagree on the
solution; nobody can ignore these facts. Of
all the countries in the world, we spend more
than anybody else on health care by a long
ways, but we’re the only major country that
doesn’t cover everybody with health insur-
ance. Of all the countries in the world with
which we compete, we are the only one going
in the wrong direction. Today there are 5
million Americans, 85 percent of them work-
ing people and their kids, who are in this
country today who do not have health insur-
ance, who had it 5 years ago. So we’re going
in the wrong direction.

We have problems here with people who
have health insurance but could lose it if they
change jobs, somebody in their family gets
sick, they have a preexisting condition, or the
cost of the policy goes through the roof.

Yesterday I gave awards to four young
Americans who have done heroic things and
important community service. The United
States has been doing this through the Justice
Department for the last 44 years. One of
these young Americans was the daughter of
a farmer, who happens to be a Republican,
in the panhandle of Oklahoma. She was in-
jured and paralyzed from here down in a car
wreck in 1990. This girl, a beautiful girl,
could have given up on life, but instead she
decided she would devote herself to try and
encourage other young people not to drink
and drive and not to ride with people who
drink and drive and always put their seatbelts
on in a car. She was going to try to help
other people avoid what had happened to
her. And her daddy is just a hard-working
farmer. She’s got a sister who is a lovely girl;
she’s got a wonderful mother. They were
paying over $3,000 a year for a limited health
insurance policy with very high deductibles.
All of her costs were a couple of years ago,
attendant on her wreck. This is 4 years later;
they were just notified that their insurance
premiums were going from $3,100 a year to
$9,300 a year. And this farmer is going to
have to drop his insurance.

Now, with these two wonderful kids, he’s
got to figure out how they’re going to college,
what they’re going to do, living out there in
a little town in western Oklahoma. And like
he told me, he said, ‘‘You know, this is not
a political deal.’’ He said, ‘‘I’m a Republican;
I’m a conservative. I don’t want the Govern-
ment to do anything for me, but we need
some help here. There’s something wrong if
I can’t take care of my family, hard as I’m
working.’’

So again, I say to the Members of Con-
gress on this, let’s just do something about
this. Most small businesses in America are
struggling to provide health care, and they’re
paying too much for it, because they can’t
get the same rates that big business and Gov-
ernment gets. Some big businesses, like
Chrysler, are paying too much for it because
when people who don’t have health insur-
ance get sick, they still get care. They go to
the emergency room, and then their costs
are passed along to everybody else in higher
hospital bills and higher insurance premiums.
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We know that something works. We know
what they do in Hawaii works. It’s the only
State where employers and employees are re-
quired to split the difference and cover
health insurance. And we know that even
though most everything else in Hawaii is
more expensive than it is on the mainland
because it’s way out there in the Pacific,
health insurance costs for small business are
30 percent lower there than the national av-
erage. Why? Because everybody has to pay
something, but you’re only paying for your-
self, you’re not paying for anybody else, num-
ber one, and number two, because small and
medium-sized companies get to band to-
gether in big buying groups so they can buy
insurance with the same competitive power
as Chrysler and the Federal Government. So
we know that works.

So I just think I would say again, all I ask
of any of you is to ask the Members of Con-
gress to put aside partisanship, rhetoric, and
this sort of word-throwing, and let’s just think
about the people of America, just like we do
here, 4.1 Americans who have jobs, all dif-
ferent races, all different religions, all dif-
ferent political groups. All I know is, we’re
better off that they’re in that line. And we’d
be better off if we solved the health care
problem, and we’re going to pay a terrible
price if we don’t.

One last issue I want to mention: I went
to the Justice Department last week for what
was a great celebration. We had hundreds
of police officers there to celebrate the fact
that after 6 years of bickering, the House and
the Senate had both passed crime bills and
had agreed on a common bill through their
conference committees to send back so that
each one of them could pass identical bills,
so that I could sign a crime bill into law that
would give us 100,000 police officers on the
street—that’s a 20 percent increase; that
would ban 19 kinds of assault weapons and
protect 650 hunting and sporting weapons,
to make sure that this was not a gun control
issue, this was an assault weapons issue; that
would ban handgun ownership by minors;
provide for safe schools; provide for ‘‘three
strikes and you’re out,’’ tough penalties, more
prison cells, and billions of dollars for preven-
tion programs to give children something to
say yes to as well as something to say no to,

the biggest, toughest, smartest crime bill this
country’s every passed.

Unbelievably, after 8 days nothing has hap-
pened. The bills are there. We need it. The
American people know how bad we need it.
The Democratic mayors and the Republican
mayors have endorsed it. The Democratic
Governors and the Republican Governors
have endorsed it. Every police organization
in the country, the attorney generals, the
local prosecutors out there in the country
where people know that crime strikes people
without regard to race or political party, ev-
erybody is for this crime bill. But here the
crime bill is, stuck in a web spun by a power-
ful special interest.

You see, before a bill can come to vote
in the House of Representatives, it has to
be voted out of the Rules Committee. And
then the House has to vote first on whether
the bill’s going to actually be brought to a
vote, not on the bill but whether it’s going
to be brought to a vote. It’s a procedure.

The National Rifle Association is trying to
block the vote on the rule because they are
against the assault weapons ban, because
they know that a majority of the House and
the Senate will vote for this bill if it gets to
a vote. So they are trying to block the vote
on the rule, hoping that people can hide and
say, ‘‘Well, I didn’t really vote against the bill,
but there was something about the way it
was coming up I didn’t like.’’

I got a letter from a kid from New Orleans
last spring who asked me to do something
about the crime problem. He said, ‘‘I’m 9
years old, and I’m really scared that some-
thing’s going to happen to me.’’ And 9 days
later that kid was shot dead. Now, we’ve been
waiting for 8 days for a vote on this crime
bill. We have debated this. We fought the
assault weapons ban. I thought the NRA was
going to win, but we won fair and square.
We only won by two votes, but we won, the
police officers and those of us who don’t want
the cops to be outgunned. It was a fair and
square deal. We won. And we won in the
Senate. And it’s in the bill. And I didn’t think
we could beat them, but we did. We worked
like crazy, and we did.

It is wrong to let the NRA, and other inter-
est groups, too, to be fair, who have some
other bone to pick with this bill but who
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know it cannot be defeated on the merits,
to use a procedural vote to keep the Amer-
ican people from getting the police, from the
kids from getting this prevention money,
from the people from getting the ‘‘three
strikes and you’re out law,’’ from the police
from getting the help they need with the pris-
ons, and all the rest of this. This is a good
deal, and we’re not paying for it with a tax
increase. We’re paying for it by reducing the
size of the Federal bureaucracy by more than
a quarter of a million between now and 1999.

And I want to plead with you to ask the
Congress over the weekend not to let proce-
dure get in the way of saving the lives and
the future of the United States. We showed
up here to make decisions. If anybody wants
to vote against the crime bill, let them vote
against it. There are people who are going
to vote against it because they’re honestly op-
posed to capital punishment or because
they’re honestly opposed to the assault weap-
ons ban or because they’re honestly opposed
to the prevention funds. Let them vote
against it. That’s fine.

But do not let us pull another Washington,
DC, game here and let this crime bill go
down on some procedural hide-and-seek. If
we’re going to have a shoot out, let’s do it
in high noon, broad daylight, where every-
body knows what the deal is.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:55 a.m. in Room
450 of the Old Executive Office Building. In his
remarks, he referred to Charles Quimby, manu-
facturing manager, Kenlee Precision Corp.;
Frankie McLaurin, steelworker, Ellicott Machine
Corp.; Robert Eaton, chairman and CEO, Chrys-
ler Corp.; and Carol Bartz, chairman, CEO, and
president, Autodesk, Inc.

Nomination for U.S. District Court
Judges
August 5, 1994

The President today nominated two indi-
viduals to serve on the U.S. District Court:
Robert N. Chatigny for the District of Con-
necticut and Judith D. McConnell for the
Southern District of California.

‘‘Each of these nominees has an excep-
tional record of legal achievement,’’ the

President said. ‘‘I know they will serve on
the Federal bench with distinction.’’

NOTE: Biographies of the nominees were made
available by the Office of the Press Secretary.

Nomination for an Under Secretary
of Veterans Affairs
August 5, 1994

The President has formally submitted to
the Senate the nomination of Dr. Kenneth
W. Kizer as Under Secretary for Health in
the Department of Veterans Affairs.

‘‘Dr. Kizer brings a wide range of clinical
and administrative expertise to the VA at a
time when tested leadership will be crucial
to the Department’s success in the frame-
work of national health care reform,’’ the
President said.

NOTE: A biography of the nominee was made
available by the Office of the Press Secretary.

Digest of Other
White House Announcements

The following list includes the President’s public
schedule and other items of general interest an-
nounced by the Office of the Press Secretary and
not included elsewhere in this issue.

July 30
In the morning, the President and Hillary

Clinton traveled to Independence, MO,
where they met with families from the State
who have problems with the current health
care system. They then toured the Harry S.
Truman Library in the afternoon.

In the evening, the President and Hillary
Clinton traveled to Cleveland, OH, where
they attended a fundraising dinner for sen-
atorial candidate Joel Hyatt at a private resi-
dence. Following the dinner, they returned
to Washington, DC.

August 1
In the morning, the President traveled to

Jersey City, NJ, where he met with families
from the State who have problems with the
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current health care system. He returned to
the White House in the late afternoon.

August 2
In the evening, the President and Hillary

Clinton attended a Democratic National
Committee fundraiser at a private residence
in Oxon Hill, MD.

The President declared major disasters
exist in Oregon and Washington following se-
vere damage to the ocean salmon fishing in-
dustries caused by the El Niño weather pat-
tern and recent drought.

The President announced his intention to
nominate the following individuals to the Na-
tional Science Board:

—Eve L. Menger;
—Claudia Mitchell-Kernan;
—Diana S. Natalicio;
—Robert M. Solow;
—Warren M. Washington;
—John A. White.
The President announced his intention to

appoint Dolores Kohl as a member of the
Commission on Presidential Scholars.

The President announced his intention to
appoint the following individuals to the Na-
tional Advisory Board on Indian Education:

—Joseph Abeyta;
—Agnes Cavis;
—Rosemary Ackley Christensen;
—Mark Maryboy;
—Aleta Paisano-Suazo;
—Janine Pease-Windy Boy;
—Scott Ratliff;
—Sherry Red Owl.
The White House announced that the

President has invited President Leonid
Kuchma of Ukraine to Washington, DC, for
an official working visit on November 29.

August 3
The President announced his intention to

appoint Barbara Blum, LaDonna Harris,
Loren Kieve, and Catherine Baker Stetson
to the Institute of American Indian and Alas-
ka Native Culture and Arts Development
Board of Trustees.

The President announced his intention to
appoint Kit Dobelle as a member of the
Commission on Presidential Scholars.

August 4
The President announced his intention to

nominate Herschelle Challenor to the Na-
tional Security Education Board.

The President announced his intention to
nominate Sheldon C. ‘‘Shay’’ Bilchik as Ad-
ministrator of the Office of Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention at the Depart-
ment of Justice.

August 5
In the afternoon, the President and Hillary

and Chelsea Clinton went to Camp David,
MD.

The President announced his intention to
nominate Kenneth Spencer Yalowitz as Am-
bassador to Belarus.

The President announced his intention to
appoint Joseph M. Aragon, Stephen R.
Colgate, and Kenneth Young as members of
the Board of Directors of the Federal Prison
Industries, Inc.

Nominations
Submitted to the Senate

The following list does not include promotions of
members of the Uniformed Services, nominations
to the Service Academies, or nominations of For-
eign Service officers.

Submitted August 5

Robert N. Chatigny,
of Connecticut, to be U.S. District Judge for
the District of Connecticut, vice Warren W.
Eginton, retired.

Judith D. McConnell,
of California, to be U.S. District Judge for
the Southern District of California (new posi-
tion).

Checklist
of White House Press Releases

The following list contains releases of the Office
of the Press Secretary that are neither printed as
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items nor covered by entries in the Digest of
Other White House Announcements.

Released July 30

Transcript of remarks by the Vice President
to Health Security Express participants

Transcript of remarks by Hillary Clinton to
Health Security Express participants

Released August 2

Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Dee Dee Myers

Statement by the Press Secretary on the up-
coming visit of President Leonid Kuchma of
Ukraine on November 29

Released August 3

Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Dee Dee Myers

Transcript of remarks by Chief of Staff Leon
Panetta on health care reform

Transcript of remarks by Health Care Ex-
press participant John Cox

Released August 4

Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Dee Dee Myers

Statement by Press Secretary Dee Dee
Myers on the support of economists for
prompt ratification of the Uruguay round
agreement

Transcript of a press briefing on the anniver-
sary of the passage of the economic program
by Assistant to the President for Economic
Policy Bob Rubin, Office of Management
and Budget Director-designate Alice Rivlin,
Chair of the Council of Economic Advisers
Laura D’Andrea Tyson, Secretary of Labor
Bob Reich, Secretary of Commerce Ron
Brown, Small Business Administrator Er-
skine Bowles, Deputy Secretary of the Treas-
ury Roger Altman, and U.S. Trade Ambas-
sador Mickey Kantor

Transcript of remarks by Secretary of Health
and Human Services Donna Shalala, Sec-
retary of Commerce Ron Brown, and Sec-
retary of Labor Robert Reich on health care
reform

Released August 5

Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Dee Dee Myers

Statement by Special Counsel to the Presi-
dent Lloyd Cutler on appointment of a new
independent counsel

Acts Approved
by the President

Approved August 1

S. 832 / Public Law 103–284
To designate the plaza to be constructed on
the Federal Triangle property in Washing-
ton, DC, as the ‘‘Woodrow Wilson Plaza’’

H.R. 1346 / Public Law 103–285
To designate the Federal building located on
St. Croix, Virgin Islands, as the ‘‘Almeric L.
Christian Federal Building’’

H.R. 1873 / Public Law 103–286
To require certain payments made to victims
of Nazi persecution to be disregarded in de-
termining eligibility for and the amount of
benefits or services based on need

H.R. 2532 / Public Law 103–287
To designate the Federal building and
United States courthouse in Lubbock, Texas,
as the ‘‘George H. Mahon Federal Building
and United States Courthouse’’

H.R. 3770 / Public Law 103–288
To designate the United States courthouse
located at 940 Front Street in San Diego,
California, and the Federal building attached
to the courthouse as the ‘‘Edward J. Schwartz
Courthouse and Federal Building’’

H.R. 3840 / Public Law 103–289
To designate the Federal building and
United States courthouse located at 100 East
Houston Street in Marshall, Texas, as the
‘‘Sam B. Hall, Jr. Federal Building and
United States Courthouse’’

S. 1880 / Public Law 103–290
To provide that the National Education
Commission on Time and Learning shall ter-
minate on September 30, 1994
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S.J. Res. 172 / Public Law 103–291
Designating May 29, 1995, through June 6,
1995, as a ‘‘Time for the National Observance
of the Fiftieth Anniversary of World War II’’

H.R. 572 / Private Law 103–3
For the relief of Melissa Johnson
S. 537 / Private Law 103–4
For the relief of Tania Gil Compton
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